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When comment is superfluous 


Of the riot and conflagration that convul- 
sed Handsworth, Birmingham, on the night 
of September 9th reams could be written and 
indeed have been written. In our own case just 
what further can we say that has not been said 
with ample repetition in these columns over 
the past 2 decades? 

It is of course tempting to seize on such an 
occasion to wax eloquent on the themes that 
are‘so close to our heart and which have been 
aired many times over the years — such a rich 
fund of material being at our disposal as a 
result of recent events.in Birmingham. 

But perhaps we can make our point the 
most by saying the least. Handsworth stands 
as the most perfect monument to date of the 
truths we have espoused and the warnings we 
have, in the face of bitter opposition, 
repeatedly uttered. The facts of what 
happened, which millions have seen for 
themselves, speak more loudly than any 
words we can call forth. 

Let us just let it rest there. 


HANDSWORTH 
Top picture: Blacks over- 
turn car during rioting; 
Below: The morning after — 
AN n sheer devastation. 
Conspiracy against South 
Africa 
A constantly recurring theme in Spearhead conspiracy. This is by no means the same force or that every current event on the world 
over the years has been that modern politics thing as saying that the conspirators in stage has been contrived by them. This would 
cannot be understood except in the context of question constitute one single and indivisible be a grossly over-simplified, not to say nutty, 


say, interpretation of political affairs, and would 


play right into the hands of those who 
‘maintain conspiracy theorists to be cranks and 
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'paranoics who see a plot under every bed. 
Editor: John Tyndall 


What it does mean is that over a very large 
area of political affairs — larger indeed than 
probably at any time in history — issues and 
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deliberate attempt by the people’s rulers to 
deceive those people as to what is really 


happening. 


If this fact can be established — and we 
maintain that there is overwhelming evidence 
to establish it — then we can be satisfied that a 
conspiracy does exist and that it is a major 
factor in national and world affairs, however 
we may differ as to the precise identities of 
those behind it and the precise details of its 
implementation. 

Occasionally, some big event occurs in 
which the conspiratorial forces at work reveal 
themselves so glaringly that their existence 
can be deduced by any reasonably intelligent 


observer. A perfect example of this is the 
current effort of the world-conspirators to 
bring down White South Africa. 

In a certain sense the basic dishonesty of 
the anti-South African campaign conducted 


by the world’s leading politicians and mass ` 


media could be seen from the start, in the 
mere fact that all the alleged ‘evils’ they have 
been attributing to the South African system 
are present to far greater degrees in other 
systems around the world without those 
systems in any way becoming the focus of 
international hatred, to say nothing of 
international campaigns aimed at their over 
throw, in the way that has happened with 
South Africa. Why not? Very obviously, 
because the apparent basis of the opposition 
of these forces to South Africa is not the real 
one, and that in respect of the real one 
everything has been concealed. 


Much more recently, the element of 


conspiracy has been revealed in the 
orchestrated campaign for sanctions against 
South Africa, which has been supported by 
numerous major nations of the world and is 
now additionally backed, albeit in modified 
form, by the United States — by decision of a 
recent vote of Congress. . 

This drive for sanctions against South 
Africa has coincided exactly with an 
attempted insurrection within that country 
involving mainly -the country’s black 
population against the Government and its 
supporters of all races. 

Those campaigning for sanctions have 
attempted to justify their position by citing the 
alleged ‘inhumanity’ and ‘repression’ 
inherent in the system of Apartheid. 

But if that system is so ‘inhumane’ and 
‘repressive’ was it not equally so before the 


recent insurrection as now, after it has saim 


out? 

Everything that South Africa's enemies say 
they dislike about Apartheid was, in all 
essentials, present in South Africa long 
before. It has been present there for many 
years. Indeed quite recently the Botha 


Government has introduced a number of 


reforms, and promised yet more reforms, 
which amount to a watering down of the 
Apartheid system, so that, if i it is to be deemed 
‘inhumane’ and ‘oppressive’ today, it must 
have been all the more so in the past. 

Yet the sanctions campaign has obtained 
almost full force now whilst it did not earlier. 

What can be the explanation of this 
paradox — if not that the insurrection within 
South Africa and the sanctions campaign 
without have been planned and contrived as 
co-ordinated and complementary parts of a 
single strategy. 
__ The organisers of the sanctions drive are in 
effect ‘‘putting the boot in’’ just at the time 
when South Africa is passing through her 
greatest internal difficulties. They are doing 


so of course because that was their planned. 


objective right from the start. 

The real truth is that none of the alleged 

principles cited as justification for the anti- 
South Africa drive — race equality, anti-col- 
onialism, freedom and justice, liberation 
from tyranny, etc., etc., etc. — have any- 
thing to do with the real reasons why South 
Africa is under attack. 
o The world is being lied to on a massive 
scale, and proof of the lie should be evident, 
as has been said, to almost any reasonably 
intelligent person. 


“If there is lying on a massive scale, 
disguising as one objective something that 
amounts to an entirely different objective, 


there is something afoot which in any plain. 


man’s language amouri$s to conspiracy. 

And the conspiracy, far from being 
concerned with ‘freedoms’, 
have-you, is concerned only with one thing: 
power. 

Those attacking South Africa want a 
transfer of power in South Africa — and not a 
transfer to the Blacks or other non-white races 
(who believes in that believes in fairy tales) 
but a transfer that will give control over South 
Africa to those external forces at the centre of 
the campaign to destroy her. 

, And we are here talking about forces which 
control big politics and money at one end of 
their network and wild, rampaging mobs at 


the other end — each to be used as suits the 


purpose of the moment, and both, when 
convenient aS now, to be used 
simultaneously. 
- -This is conspiracy at work in the modern 
world. To those who think our diagnosis of it 
is far-fetched, let us ask them: how otherwise 
do you explain what is now happening in, and 
to, South Africa? 


National security: who is the 
biggest risk? 


It is very difficult to get excited about the 
latest series of tit-for-tat expulsions being 
staged against Russians in Britain and Britons 
in Russia on the grounds that the victims are 
considered to be ‘security risks’ to the 
countries in which they are resident. 

We know of course that the Soviets will 
expel anyone they choose from their territory 
as a purely political move in the international 
chess game, quite regardless of whether they 
have genuine grounds to regard them as 

“security risks’ or not. 


But in the case of those Russians expelled. 


from this country by recent action of the 
Government we can only observe that the 
tiddlers are being got at while the really big 
fish remain untouched. 

And the same rule could be said to apply to 
those British subjects who, from time to time, 
are charged under the Official Secrets Act 
with passing information to the Soviets and 
thereby branded by some people as ‘traitors’. 

We are not sanctioning the actions of these 
despicable, and indeed rather pathetic, people 
— they deserve our loathing and contempt. 

But the harm they do this country is 
extremely small beer when compared with the 
harm being done by political leaders; 
journalists, trade union bosses and other folk 
operating safely within the law and for the 
most part accorded perfect ‘respectability’. 

A far more real prospect than the invasion 
of Britain by Soviet armed forces is the 
prospect of a racial invasion by ethnically 
incompatible and unassimilable groups, such 
as West Indians and Asians. 

Yet while those who pass on a few military 
or defence secrets which might marginally 
assist the first prospect (in the remote event of 
it ever being attempted) are charged with 
seriously threatening national security and, if 
found guilty, given long prison sentences, 
those who work night and day to promote the 
second prospect (already largely a reality) are 
accorded the highest. honours the land can 


‘rights’ or what- 


bestow. 
It’s a crazy age we’re living in, isn’t it? 


The blame for Liverpool chaos 


Scouse-bashing has recently become a 
fashionable pastime for Tory journalists — in 
consequence of the chaotic situation that now 
exists in Liverpool, where the local City 
Council has been ordered by the Government 
to put its finances shipshape. The current state 
of play is that the Council needs to be able to 
borrow about £25 million in order to pay the 
wages of its 33,000 employees, and unless it 
is able to do so civic administration will 
simply come to a halt. 

No doubt at all that a large part of the blame 
for this state of affairs lies with the very far 
left-wing majority controlling the Council, 
which has spent money left, right and centre 
to finance all manner of pet projects of its own 
political inspiration. But simply to say the 
chaos in Liverpool is all that Council’s fault 
(together, as some Tories would claim, with 


. the fault of the local people who elected it) 


would be entirely wrong. 

On the contrary, it is the madcap’ 
economics ef Toryism that have made 
Liverpool, like so many other areas of 
Britain, an -economic wasteland. Totally 
alienated by these policies from the orthodox 
political ‘right’, the people have had nowhere 
to go but into the arms of the loony left. Liver- 
pool Council has in fact not spent all its public 
money wrongly. Some of the money has gone 
towards local job creation schemes that have 
amounted to desperation moves to improve 
the chronic unemployment situation in the 
area. Of course the Labour Councillors, who 
have not the slightest idea of how real public 
finance works, have got the municipality into 
massive debt in carrying out this programme, 
but at least the programme was a crude att- 
empt to remedy an appalling situation caused 
by the overall . national (financial 
mismanagement of the current Government. 

Under a sane financial system, in which 
national and local government were not etern- 
ally up to their eyes in unpayable debt, it 
would be permissible continually to be creat- 
ing new money (debt-free) to finance new 
public works, and part of this could be 
allocated to town and city councils, including 
Liverpool. 

The crazy situation that now exists on Mer- 
seyside is a product, not of native Liverpulian 
stupidity, but of financial and economic ‘flat 
earth’ policies coming from Mrs. Thatcher’s 
“Think Tank’ Liverpool can be saved, and 


‘the Liverpool people do have the energy and 


talent to save themselves, but only through 
the policies of Economic Nationalism, 
combined, as these must be, with the nation 
reassuming sovereignty over its owr money. 


Guess who’s coming for tea! 


The latest nutty idea to come from the ‘lib- 
eral’ penologists is that muggers should be 
given the opportunity later to meet their vic- 
tims, to shake hands, apologise and make 
amends — by voluntary work for the victim, 
such as gardening, etc. 

It seems not to have occurred to the 
geniuses who dreamt up this notion that there 
would be very few mugging victims wishing 
to take up the offer of having such animals on 


their property! 
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OLD GANG PLANS NEW THEFT 


OF FREEDOM 


COLIN JORDAN examines the prosent public order plot 


IF YOU ARE OUT and about at the 
weekend in Wensleydale in North York- 
shire, you may come across a strange 
character out studying the local fauna and 
flora on his walks, this being, according to 
the Yorkshire Post, his favourite relaxation 


at his weekend home from the pressures of. 
business in other places. The present 


business of this seemingly harmless 
character happens, however, to include 
planning the theft of a substantial amount 
of what remains of British freedom after 
the previous depredations of the Old Gang 
of British politics to which he belongs. 


In thus seeking on Saturdays and Sundays 


to pas$ himself off as a benign and earthly 
Yorkshire Dalesman, he has the advantage of 
a surname with a distinctly patriotic tang, but 
the, disadvantage of a physiognamy 
suggestive of a species definitely not 
‘indigenous to those Viking valleys of the 
North of England. This unhappy i incongruity 
becomes understandable once one perceives 
him to be a creature of disguise, his father, the 
Jew Joseph Brittanischki, having adopted by 
deed poll the convenient camouflage of an 
abbreviation to ‘Brittan’ after coming to this 
_ country from Lithuania in 1927, shortly after 
marrying a Rebecca Lipetz at Kovno. 
Successful son Leon has until very recently 
functioned on Mondays to Fridays as 
Britain’s Home Secretary, and thus head of 
our system of law and order — that is until his 
transfer last month to another ministerial app- 
ointment. While Home Secretary he was the 
nation’s chief custodian of that liberty which 
.his party purports to conserve. In conflict 
with this very conservation, and thus as a 
further aspect of his falsity, this racial alien 
presented to Parliament in May of this year 
his ‘Review of Public Order Law’ — as the 
culmination of a long campaign by that power 
behind Parliament, the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews, to deny us a further part of our 
dwindling stock of freedom. This dismal 
, event appropriately coincided with the 


commemoration of VE Day by reflecting who 


really won that ghastly war of 1939-45 and for 
what hideous ends. 


IMPORTANCE OF MOTIVE 


In carefully considering what Mr. Leon 
Brittan-ischki really has in store for us in his 
White Paper, it is first necessary to be 
conversant with certain overall realities. The 
first of these is the fact that the nature and 
motives of whoever operate the laws of a land 
are as important as the stated terms of those 
laws themselves. From this one needs to 
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proceed to appreciate that it is the sly method 


of the deceitful system known as ‘democracy’. 


(which is backstage dictatorship disguised as 
majority rule) to allow this and that in theory 
under the sales banner of liberty, while 
preventing it in practice by a cunning 
combination of handicaps and controls. 
Cunning phraseology is employed and 
exploited in law which, seemingly fair and 
innocent on the face of it, is in fact designed in 


its ambiguity to provide checks and mantraps . 


in abundance. The purpose of Brittan’s White 
Paper, in essence, is primarily to deal with, 
and hopefully destroy, the forces of racial 
patriotism in this country which so far the Old 
Gang on stage has failed to crush to the 
Satisfaction of the dominant and malignant 
forces behind it, who constitute the real rulers 
of the ‘democratic’ system. 


LEADING IN WITH A LIE 


Like the assassin who calls ‘‘friend’’ as he 
steals forth in the night with dagger upraised 
to strike, the document dutifully begins by 
reciting its devotion to British liberty before 
getting down to the business of strangling it. 
““Throughout the review,” it says, ‘‘the 
Government has been concerned to regulate 
these freedoms to the mihimum extent 
necessary to preserve order and protect the 
rights of others.’’ But a few lines further on 
we have a foretaste of what is to follow in 
proof of the falsity of this posture, and in 
indication of the identity of the ‘‘others’’ 
whose rights it is so important to protect. 
Lower down the same page we are led on with 
the lie that the basis of the review, the Public 
Order Act of 1936, was occasioned because 
““the right to demonstrate had been turned by 
the Fascist marchers into an instrument of 
intimidation and provocation.’’ This is 
bolstered by a subsequent reference to ‘‘the 


including any public 


disorder caused by the Fascist marches in the 
East End of London,” which thus seeks to 
cast onto the victim the blame for the misdeed 
of the culprit — in other words, to condemn 
the disciplined blackshirts in their ‘orderly 


procession for the vicious attacks made on 


them by mobs of Jews and Communists. 

The very first proposals in the Paper are not 
peculiarly political in purpose, being 
concerned with a rearrangement of the’ 
common law offences of riot, rout, unlawful 
assembly and affray into a tidier trio of statu- 
tary offences of riot, violent disorder and 
affray. Thus they need not detain us within 
the context of this article, beyond the observ- 
ation that they invoke the criterion-of a person 
who in respect of fear of unlawful violence is 
‘‘reasonable’’; and this because it conflicts 
with the outcome of this writer’s case in 1962- 
63 under the Public Order Act, Section 5, 
arising out of a speech in Trafalgar Square. In 
that case (Jordan v. Burgoyne) the concept of 
the reaction of a “'reasonable” person, as the 
measure of a speaker’s liability for the 
likelihood of a breach of the peace on account 
of the impact of his words on the audience, © 
was rejected by the Court of Appeal, and 
subsequently by the House of Lords, after 


being invoked in the writer’s favour by 


Quarter Sessions in granting his appeal 
against conviction by Magistrates Court. The 
higher courts in their definitive judgement 
laid down that a speaker must take the 
constituents of his audience as he finds them, 
reasonable or unreasonable in their reaction; 
and thus even assume responsibility for a 
violently hostile reaction even while doing 
nothing to provoke it — a violently hostile 
reaction, moreover, by opponents who had 
indisputedly gone along to the event with the 
intention of being ‘‘provoked’” nto a breach 
of the peace! This judgement clearly does not 
work to the benefit of free speech, but to the 
advantage of those intent on denying it. 


PUBLIC ORDER GOES PRIVATE 


The White Paper next proposes an 
amendment to. this same section 5 of the 
Public Order Act. Hitherto the section has 
been concerned with words or behaviour 
(including any writing, sign or visible 
representation) deemed threatening, abusive 
or insulting; either intended or likely to cause 
a breach of the peace; and in any public place 
meeting. The 
amendment would cover the same conduct, 
expressed in relation to the fear or 
provocation of ‘‘unlawful violence” as syn- 
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onymous with a breach of the peace; but with 


the major difference of an extension to private 
places. a 

‘Although this extension is to exclude 
private dwellings — explicitly for the sake of 
excluding domestic disputes — it represents a 
serious encroachment on our liberty by an 
inroad into our privacy which, as we shall 
see, is to be accompanied by others. This it 
does by bringing private gatherings in private 
premises within the orbit of an offence which 
hinges on the interpretation by a hostile 
Establishment of what is ‘‘threatening’’ or 
“abusive”” or “‘insulting’’ in relation to the 
alleged ‘‘fear’’ of someone — reasonable or 
unreasonable — or the violent reaction of 


such a person. Any opponent could on the . 


face of it contrive to get into a private 


conference, social event or camp, or even just 


claim to have overheard or observed the 
proceedings from outside, and to have 
detected something ‘‘insulting’’ to him and 
generative of ‘‘apprehension’’ or ‘‘fear’’, and 
thereby lay complaint of an offence. 
Alternatively, any snoop from Special 
Branch, being in effect. a mercenary in 
vocational opposition to us, could make use 
of such an opportunity to the same effect, and 
with a pat on the back from his alien over- 
lords. 

Following on from this is a supplementary, 
though tentative, proposal of an entirely new 
offence of ‘‘disorderly conduct’. This 
likewise embraces ‘‘threatening’’ or 
‘‘abusive’’ or ‘“‘insulting’’ words or 
behaviour, but adds to them as an extra net for 
catching ‘‘disorderly’’ words or behaviour, 
whatever the last named can and may be 
stretched to cover. It can occur either in a 
public house or within view of one, which can 
cover a lot of private circumstances. It does 


not have to involve the anticipation of a 


breach of the peace or the actuality of one. It 
is sufficient for ‘‘substantial alarm, 
harrassment or distress’’ to be alleged, which 
makes it an easy one. This suggested offence 
is put forward in the guise of a measure to 
cope with general hooliganism, but one does 
not need to be a genius to perceive its 
potential usefulness to an unscrupulous 
Establishment out to penalise us even beyond 
the greedy grasp of the preceding proposal. 
Any Jewish or coloured militant worth his salt 
could contrive to make out, with the aid and 
acclaim of this pandering Establishment, that 


the sight and sound of BNP members, even 
from outside some private gathering, was to 


him insulting and distressing. 


MARCHES AND PROCESSIONS 


The next part of the document deals with 
marches and processions, putting forward 
proposals regarding advance notice, banning 
and the imposition of conditions, the total 
effect of which would be to empower the 
authorities hugely to hamper or restrict this 
sort of activity by our sort of people to a point 
not far short of total prohibition. 

Hitherto in England and Wales there has 


been no general requirement in law to notify 
the police beforehand of marches or 


processions, although by-laws in some towns 


have had this stipulation; and in Scotland it 
has existed since the introduction of the Civic 
Government (Scotland) Act.of 1982. Now it 
is proposed that throughout England and 
Wales this deficiency shall be remedied by a 
requirement in the Public Order legislation of 
at least 7 days notice (apart from a waiver in 
special: circumstances to allow notice ‘‘as 
soon as reasonably practicable after that 
time.” This requirement will serve to prohibit 
marches and processions held unheralded in 
order to avoid the risk of a ban or the 
disruptive attention of opponents, and or 
including those arranged at the last moment in 
one area in consequence of a ban in another. 
In so doing it will give the authorities the 
necessary time either to gain grounds for and 
to formulate justification for a ban and to 


impose one, or to design and impose. 


conditions for the event sufficiently 
obstructive as to constitute a ban in all but 
name. Organisers failing to give the advance 
notice necessary for this jiggery-pokery 
would be liable to a fine of ‘up to £400. 
Having thus prepared the ground for bans, 
either in name or by effect, against our side, 
the White Paper next proceeds to produce an 
improvement in the process of the former. It 
proposes, as an amendment to Section 3 of the 


, Public Order Act, that on the grounds of 


“serious public disorder?” — a situation 
which our militant opponents, with the 
benefit of the compulsory notice so 
considerately provided for them, will be only 
too happy to oblige by threatening; and 
whereby red mobs go hand-in-hand with Tory 
purpose — it should henceforth be possible to 
ban just one particular march (no prizes for 
guessing whose they have in mind!) instead 
of, as at present, needing to ban all marches in 
the same area over a period in order to prevent 
a Nationalist one. 

Advocated in addition to the existing 
penalty under Section 3 for organising or 
inciting participation in a banned march 
(maximum: 3 months imprisonment and/or a 


' £1,000 fine) is a new offence of knowingly 


participating in such, the lesser penalty for 
which would be a maximum fine of £400. 


CONDITIONS CONTRIVED 


Our deterrence and curtailment by con- 
trived conditions next claims the attention of 
this plan for our suppression. Hitherto the 
grounds on which, under Section 3 of the 
Public Order Act, conditions can be imposed 
by the police have been restricted to appre- 
hension of “‘serious public disorder’’, the 
same as that for imposing a ban by name, this 
on its own an extensive opportunity for 
exploitation. Now it is proposed that added to 
this shall be the apprehension of ‘‘serious 
disruption to the normal life of the 
community”? and apprehension of the 
‘‘coercion’” and  ‘‘intimidation’’ Of 
individuals. This will mean, forexample, that 
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.a march in support of the self-evident truth 
that the coloured invasion of Britain, which 
Brittanischki patronises, is a serious 
disruption to the normal life of the community 
(though of course that would never be said of 
that invasion itself!). As such a ‘‘disruption’’, 
such a march could be subjected to conditions 
not only as to route but in a multitude of other 
respects as empowered by the Act, to the 
extent either of dissuading its promotors from 
going ahead with it or rendering it in effect a 
non-event — this being done by decreeing 
that otherwise it would impede the Saturday 
afternoon traffic, or upset to a state of 
‘intimidation’ the coloured gentry who might 
get a glimpse of it. | 

Significantly, the two examples cited by 
the document in relation to this desired 
extension are both of British Nationalist 
marches. Those who organise or incite 
disobedience concerning the conditions 
imposed by the police , and also all others 
who participate in such disobedience will face 
the same punishment as they would for 
disobeying a ban by name. Here we have in 
this part of our Leon’s plan what amounts to a 
formula for more or less doing away with 
marches and processions so far as our side is 
concerned. 


STATIC DEMONSTRATIONS ' 


Should you be about to think that 
thereupon, in your efforts to reach the public, 
you can tum to static demonstrations in the 
open air, including meetings — hitherto 
untouched by the Public Order Act — take 
note that our bright barrister of origins in 
Lithuania has taken care of that also. With 
semitic subtlety, he is not going to pronounce 
an explicit ban on your activities in this 
regard; he is simply going to bring about an 
implicit one by adding to the Act (henceforth 
to be so subject to his hand as to deserve the 
designation of ‘‘Brittan-ischki’s Act”) 
powers of control concerning location, 
numbers and duration which add up to much: 
the same thing; and this on the same grounds 
as the extended powers of control over mobile 
demonstrations, if the authorities ‘‘reason- 
ably apprehend the requisite circum- 
stances. 

Any illusions this writer might once have 
had as to any safeguard of qualification 
contained in this last quoted piece of termin- 
ology were dispersed b.ck in 1962, when 
your Editor and he were put behind bars, not 
for actually organising any paramilitary 
body (of which charge they were acquitted), 
but for nevertheless giving ‘‘reasonable 
apprehension’’ of,so doing — in organising a 
body of activists, known as The Spearhead, 
for stewarding self-protection and propa- 
ganda. 


GAGGING FREE SPEECH 


Having examined that part of Brittan- 
ischki’s plan designed to deny us freedom of 
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OLD GANG PLANS NEW 
THEFT OF FREEDOM 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


the streets, we now come to the part designed 
to gag us both on and off them in order to 
make Britain a safer place for Leons to live in. 
Already the Public Order Act has been much 
expanded in this high endeavour by a 
supplement to Section 5 (labelled Section 5A) 
enacted in 1976, which incorporates the pro- 
visions to this end of the Race Relations Act 
of 1965, except that the element of ‘intention’ 
to cause racial hatred, which was additional to 
the likelihood of causing this in the original 
legislation, was dropped in 1976 to facilitate 
prosecution. Now, further to facilitate prose- 
cution, ‘intention’ is to be restored as an 
option to be exploited where no likelihood of 
hatred resulting can be proved — for our 
former head-keeper of good order is out to 
catch all outspoken dissidents, one way or the 
other and by hook or by crook. 

Although advanced as a measure based on 
‘considerations of public order”, the 
previous confinement of Section 5A in that 
part of it regarding written matter to its 
dissemination in public (that is excluding its 
dissemination merely to members of a 
society, and thus privately) is to be done away 
with — so that in theory even a letter, more- 
over a letter to a friend sharing the same 
views, could be actionable, if intercepted in 
the mail or seized in a search of the recip- 
ient’s home by Special Branch. One is left to 
ponder regarding spoken words, at present 
only actionable under Section SA when 
uttered in a public place or at a public 
meeting, how long it will be before Rebecca 
Lipetz’s lad gets around to doing away with 
the exemption for privacy in this respect also, 
so that in theory even words uttered just to a 
friend in the back garden can, if disrespectful 
to the ‘‘chosen ones”, and if overheard, by 
one of them, lead to a prosecution. The 
argument advanced in the White Paper for 
doing away with the one exception is as much 
an argument for doing away with the other, 
according to the interests and desires of: these 
select and ascendant mortals. 


POSSESSION AN OFFENCE 


The invasion of privacy which our 
weekend bird-watcher has in mind does not 
stop at that. In watching over you for the 
propagation of wrongful thoughts he plans to 
make it an offence merely to possess what he 
regards as ‘‘racially inflammatory material”, 
where he can make out that it is intended for 
distribution or publication. In pursuit of this 
he plans to empower the police to come into 
your house to search for and seize your 
property as ‘‘evidence’’ against you. This 
monstrous proposal amounts to an excuse to 
force open the door of your home at any hour 
of the day or night to ransack it from: top to 
bottom to see what can found of interest to the 
agents of this regime of alien occupation and 
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The Jewish Board of Deputies in session. This body exerts an immense. ‘influence over 


British affaits. 


control, whether relevant or not to the pretext 
afforded by the Act. It amounts to an 
opportunity, if a couple or more copies of 
anything dubbed ‘‘racially inflammatory” 
can be found, to present this as evidence of an 
intention to distribute forbidden literature, 
even if only to the extent of a loan or gift to 
relatives or friends. 

As to the nature of the ei the mere 
possession of which could land you in jail, 
you should harbour no illusions that these 
days the truth of what it contains is-in any way 
a defence, for all is now subject to the 
overriding verity that whatever in the hands of 
those championing our own folk in their own 
homeland offends the racial aliens in our 
midst is deemed reprehensible to the degree 
of criminality. Thou shalt not oppose the Jews 
or bring into disrepute their coloured 
auxilliaries! This is the _ highest 
commandment in Britain today, discernible 
between the lines of the revised Public Order 
legislation in view, but ordained long before 
the Lithuanian-Jewish lad took over the 
Public Order post which until recently he 
occupied. In the first sustained conviction 
under the original Race Relations Act, 
brought in by another Jewish Home 
Secretary, Sir Frank Soskice, this writer was 
accorded Her Majesty’s hospitality for 18 
months for a cartoon accurately depicting a 
gentleman of the same tribe as Soskice 
symbolically cracking a whip over 3 
grovelling Gentiles representing what were 
then the three Old Gang parties — plus a 
pamphlet entitled The Coloured Invasion, 
which the judge considered consisted of 
truthful quotations from the press and from 
authoritative sources on the subject but which 
was nevertheless held to be punishable 
because, being selective, it only created an 
unfavourable opinion of the contribution to 
our civilisation in this land made by fts 
African and Asian settlers. 


Beyond the actual commission of offences 
already existent in the field of Public Order, 
or contemplated in this White Paper, the far- 
reaching tentacles of the ancient law of con- 
spiracy in relation to them, as to other 
offences, should be kept in mind. 
‘*Conspiracy’’ in law is held to consist of a 
“meeting of minds’’ in favour of some 
offence, even where agreement and intention 
have not passed beyond bare principle, and 
no elaboration or implementation has pro- 
ceeded. To be shown to be sympathetically 
aware of an idea afoot to do something 
unlawful could be the basis for insinuation of 
involvement in a conspiracy to commit the 
offence. 

Scotland diverges from England and Wales 
in respect of law and justice. The proposed 
range of statuary Public Order offences of 
riot, violent disorder and affray is not to apply ' 
to Scotland, and Section 5 of the Public Order 
Act is no longer to do so, in both cases 


‘because the differnt common laws there are 


deemed capable of doing the same job; while 
Section 3(2) is no longer to do so because of a 
recent innovation in statuary law there 
deemed likewise capable. Otherwise the 
proposals in the White Paper will apply to 
Scotland as to the rest of Britain. 


COMING SHORTLY 


It-is obvious that all this adds up to a 
powerful package of potential suppression as 
far as we are concerned. The proposals may 


of course be altered by addition or subtraction 


in the course of consideration and decision by 
Parliament, but in the main at least are likely 
to pass into law — particularly if the next 
Government is a Labour one, in that event the 
Home Secretary being another Jew, Gerald 
Kaufman. In these circumstances the only 
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difference with the present Government 
would be that Labour would manifest an even 
greater impatience to tighten the screw of 
tyranny against us. As to when this latest deal 
of deprivation for the natives of this country 
will become law, an enquiry to the Home 
Office made before Brittan-ischki was trans- 
ferred to another ministry elicited the 
following reply, dated 4th July 1985:- ‘‘The 
intention is to introduce legislation at the 
earliest opportunity: in practice this is likely 
to mean that a Public Order bill will be 
introduced towards the end of this year. If a 
bill is introduced at the beginning of the next 
session of Parliament it should become taw 
sometime in the Summer of 1986.’’ Thus 
with less than 12 months to go before the 
intended clamp-down there is urgent need to 
give thought to what is to be done in the face 
of it. 

In this regard one thing must surely stand 
above question, and that is that we must never 
accept this robbery of our freedom; the rule of 
those responsible for it; and the kind of coun- 
try they have brought about, and which the 
robbery is designed to protect. The Britain of 
people like Brittan-ischki is a desert of deg- 
radation for our own folk in a world where the 
White Man at large faces submergence in a 
mounting tide of darkness. Britain, this impu- 
dent. son of an immigrant told black 
immigrants in a speech in North London a 
year ago, “‘is, and will remain, a multi-racial 
society.”? He and his ilk thus stand for and 
symbolise what we abhor, what we will 
always fight against, and what we intend to 
overthrow. 

For us the great crime of all consists of 
deliberately jeopardising the survival of our 
race, and, conducive to this, seeking to 


deprive it of the freedom to fight for its 


survival. By this reckoning, crime rules 
rampant in this country today, and no more 


anywhere than in those quarters where. 


matters of crime prevention and correction 
are decided, i.e. the Home Office. In such 
perverse circumstances we respond to a law 
higher than anything this outlandish former 
Home Secretary can concoct and his 


How to help the cause after 


you are gone 


WE WISH ALL OUR SUPPORTERS a long 
life, but ‘anno domini’ eventually has to come to 
every one of us, and we are sure that there are 
many followers of our magazine and party who 
would wish to make provision for some legacy to 
us so that, in the event of their death, they may 
help us to carry on the good fight. i 

One such supporter in North London who did 
~ dies a year or two ago, leaving a not 

nsubstantial sum in their will to the British Nat- 
ional Party. This money was put into a reserve 
account, where it could earn interest, and has 
been available for the party to draw upon from 
time to time to meet extraordinary expenses. This 
has-been of enormous benefit. 

We hope very much that anyone who wishes to 
leave something in their will to the British Nat- 
ional Party or our magazine (or both) will contact 
their solicitors and arrange for this to be done, 


successor sustain, and that law decrees that 
when there is removed the legal right to 
oppose the presence, policies and practices of 
Mr. 
there is removed 


simultanedtsly any 


took piace an an 


Brittan-ischki’s tribe in this country, 
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obligation for us to obey the laws which he 
and his kind dispense. This, Mr. Brittan- 
ischki, is the bottom line to be added to your 
White — sorry, Black — Paper of suppress- 
ion! 
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THE FRAUD OF ‘FREE > 


ASSEMBLY’ 


JOHN TYNDALL examines s another aspect of the 


‘democracy’ racket 


IN RECENT MONTHS we have given con- 
siderable space in these columns to an ex- 
posure of the underlying fraudulence of the 
political system known as ‘democracy’. I 
do not believe that this attention has been 
misplaced, since a proper understanding 
of this hypocritical racket is essential if we 
are to proceed to an intelligent grasp of the 
political measures necessary for national 
recovery in Britain. 

Included in our study was that aspect of 
‘democracy’ popularly known as ‘freedom of 
assembly’, and in a previous article I pointed 
out that no such thing — at least in the true 
sene öf the term — exists in Britain today. In 
view of recent events I think it is an 
-approptlate time to examine this subject in a 

little more detail. 

In pure theory, no political organisation or 

party is barred in this country from staging 


public meetings to explain its case to the - 


people, and it is perfectly true that there is no 
statuary law prohibiting freedom of assembly 
to any such group on political grounds. 

Quite superficially, this theoretical state of 
affairs might seem to be borne out in practice 
when we see parties of different allegiance 
and persuasion avail themselves of the use of 
public meeting facilities to air their differing 
views. The self-appointed protectors of the 
system gleefully and smugly point this out to 
all of us at every opportunity as a standing 
example of the ‘freedoms’ that we are all 
privileged to enjoy. 


It is only when we take a closer look at the 


- whole process that we begin to see its essen- 

tially bogus nature. ‘Freédom of assembly’ 
indeed exists in Britain — just so long as you 
do not espouse certain views that are 
considered ‘beyond the pale’ by the ruling 
Establishment. Foremost among those views 
that are beyond the pale are those of British 
Racial Nationalism. . | 

I stress British Racial Nationalism 
deliberately, because Racial Nationalism 

propagated by just about any other ethnic 
group within this country is in effect a 
perfectly permissible policy and creed, and 
meeting facilities are freely available, 
without let or hinderance, to any such group 
championing it. Such ethnic Nationalisms, 
you see, are not “dangerous” to our political 
masters, as is a Nationalism representing the 
reborn spirit of the majority native population 
of these islands. 

How then is freedom of assembly for 
British Nationalists actually suppressed? It is 
suppressed by the subtle method of allowing 
it to remain nominally legal, while in practice 
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Outside the banned hall — banned with the aid of police and mob 


making it virtually impossible for such a 
right to be effectively exercised. 

Meeting halls up and down the country 
suitable for the exercise of this right of 


assembly come basically into two categories: 


privately owned and publicy owned. 


PRIVATELY-OWNED HALLS 


Privately owned halls may belong to 
hotels, churches or other religious 
bodies, various political, religious or other 
societies, recreational clubs and branches of 
the vast and powerful entertainment industry. 
What they all have in common is the 
unquestioned right of the owners — and a 
right which indeed I would not dream of 
wanting to see curtailed — to choose for 
themselves to whom they will hire and not 
hire their property. 

In ordinary circumstances, that is to say 
circumstances in which some semblance of 
political stability and freedom existed in 
Britain — a substantial number of these 
meeting halls under private ownership would 
be available for hire by Nationalist organisat- 
ions. Even if the owners were not in political 
agreement with those organisations but 
supported some other type of party, they 
would respect the right of Nationalists to free 
assembly and free speech along with 


everyone else. They would also welcome the 
hire fees paid by Nationalists for the use of 
- their halls as being ““good business’’. Such 
meeting halls, as a rule, need to be hired out to 
as Many comers as possible in order to meet 
the costs of their keep. 

But an entirely different situation exists if 
the owners of the halls have reason to fear that 
meetings held in them will end in large scale 
disorder, with likely damage to furnishings 
and fittings in their premises. Then in only the 
rarest of circumstances will they run such a 
risk. 

Very few of these halls are pwès by one 
single proprietor; the vast majority of them 
are under `the ownership of bodies of 
people several in number —- or at least under 
some kind of collective management, such as 
a board or committee. 

It invariably transpires that, even if one or 
two members of these boards or committees 
are people of strong principle who will not 
bow to threats, the majority will be cowards 
who will be frightened by such threats and 


seek the line of least resistance. If a threat of 


disorder is present, the cowardly majority 
will invariably prevail over the firm minded 
minority. 

In consequence it is only necessary that in . 
every area of the country where Nationalists 
might seek to hold public meetings there is a 
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body of organised opposition prepared to 
threaten and intimidate the owners of private 
meeting halls to ensure that no such premises 
become available to Nationalists. 

Such threats and intimidation carry all the 
more force if there is an established tradition 
extending back over a number of years of 
disorderly and violent intervention at 
Nationalist meetings by the opponents of 
Nationalism. Just such a tradition exists in 
Britain today, as is common knowledge. 
Numerous such violent interventions have 
occurred. Even though in most caes 
Nationalists have been well capable of 
dealing with them and ejecting the trouble- 
makers with little or no damage caused, the 
risk of damage remains a big one in the minds 
of the usually timid and frightened little men 


who preside over the organisations by which - 


these halls are owned. — 

Threats of violence and intimidation, 
however, are by no means the only methods 
whereby pressure can be put on the owners of 
private halls not to hire those halls to 
Nationalists. 


SUPPRESSION IN ACTION | 


One hall which back in the 1970s. was 
fréely available for Nationalist meetings was 
Conway Hall, in Red Lion Square, Central 
London. This hall was owned by a group 


- called the South Place Ethical Society and 


managed by a man of uncompromising 
principles concerning free speech and 
assembly, a Mr. Peter Cadogan. 

It was the general practice of the Society to 
leave to Mr. Cadogan all decisions 
conceming the letting of Conway Hall to 
outside organisations. Mr. Cadogan was nota 
supporter of the Nationalist cause but he was 
one of those rare individuals today: a genuine 
and sincere liberal-democrat who carried out 
in practice what he believed in principle. He 
continued to grant hire facilities to 
Nationalists whenever his hall was available, 
despite very considerable pressures not to do 
so which came from a number of quarters. 

Eventually, however, a means was found 
whereby even Mr. Cadogan was induced to 
capitulate and deny further meeting facilities 
to Nationalists. It transpired that the Society 
owning . the hall received every year a 
substantial grant, numbering around £4,000, 
from Camden Borough Council. At a certain 
Stage in the later 1970s this Council, like so 
many others, came under the control of a far 
left-wing faction, and the South Place Ethical 
Society were one day told curtly that if they 


continued to allow Nationalists to use 
Conway Hall their yearly grant would be 


withdrawn forthwith. 
Thereafter Conway Hall was barred to 
Nationalists along with almost all others. 
Then there was the case of the RAC Club in 
Gateshead, which was used by the Tyneside 
Branch of the British National Party for 
‘monthly members’ meetings. These meetings 


were not public affairs but were just for 


members only and were not advertised except 


in the local party newsletter. The meetings 
were always orderly and the BNP always left 
the premises tidy and paid their hire fees 
promptly, leaving the RAC no reason to 
cancel their booking — which, being a fair 
minded and politically neutral body of 
people, it did not do. 

“In due course, however, Britain’s neo-tot- 
alitarians of the political left found a way to 
i get the BNP and any other Nationalists barred 
from here also. The local draymen’s union 


organised its members, who delivered crates . 


of drink to the Club Bar, to threaten a delivery 
strike if the Club continued to let the BNP use 
its premises. The Club capitulated, and one 
further meeting outlet — albeit only one for 
private and internal meetings — was lost to 
Nationalists. > 


the State to prosecute those ‘‘organised and 
trained, or organised and equipped, to use 
physical force in the promotion of a political 
object’ — or alternatively ‘‘organised and 
trained, or organised and equipped, so as to 
give reasonable apprehension (my 
emphasis) that they were organised for that 
purpose.” 

It was my. fate in 1962 to be jailed for 6 
months, along with others given varying 
sentences, for taking part in a body deemed to 
have violated this law along the latter lines 
mentioned, i.e. giving ‘‘reasonable 
apprehension’’ of being organised to use 
physical force in the promotion of a political 
object.” We were convicted on. far less 
evidence than is available to convict those 
who in recent times have in fact used physical 


_Another instance of a meeting hall that was X force for the same purpose. No evidence was 


for a time available to Nationalists was that 
the Friendship Hall, Erdington, Birmingham. 
This hall had in fact been booked many weeks 
ago for a BNP rally to be held-on Saturday, 
September 14th. The manager of the hall, Mr. 
Denis Pearson, knew of the identity of the 
BNP when the booking was made and, on the 
basis of free speech and non-discrimination, 
allowed it to go ahead. He then maintained 
this position for some considerable time in the 
face of mounting threats from opponents to 
cause disorder at the meeting. Eventually, 
however, the owners of the hall who 
employed him succumbed, like tame rabbits, 
to the threats and ordered him to cancel the 
meeting, which he had no alternative to do. 


GOVERNMENT COMPLICITY 


All this may be so, some might claim, but 
the evidence you have presented so far is of 
politically motivated bodies outside the 
responsibility of government, acting on their 
own to prevent free speech being exercised. 
This is no proof that their is any ban on free 
speech for Nationalists as a policy of state — 
so runs the argument. A moment’s 
examination, however, will knock this idea 
on the head and establish that in the business 
of suppressing free speech and free assembly 
for Nationalists government is in the racket up 
to its neck. | 

- In the first place it must be pointed out that 
the threats and intimidation against owners of 
private meeting halls have only achieved 
universal effectiveness because, as I have 
mentioned, there is a clearly established 
tradition, known to everyone in the business 
of letting meeting halls, of violence at 
Nationalist meetings promoted by the 
opponents of Nationalism. Government, if it 
were so disposed, could easily put an end to 
this violence, either by introducing new 
legislation which would enable it to prosecute 
and penalise heavily those concerned with 
organising violence for political ends, or 
simply properly using already existing 


‘legislation for that purpose. There has been 


for nearly 50 years in the book of statutary law 
legislation available known as the Public 
Order Act, introduced in 1936, which enables 


ever produced of our having broken up 
Opponents’: meetings, whereas abundant 
evidence exists for convicting members of 
left-wing groups for attempting to break up 
the meetings of Nationalists. Despite this, no 
prosecutions against the members of these 
groups have been instituted by the Attorney 
General. Nor has any fresh legislation been 
even contemplated which would curb the 
activities of left-wingers in this regard. 
Elsewhere in this issue of Spearhead is an 
article by Colin Jordan which draws attention 
to legislation now being prepared which is 
intended clearly to penalise the holders of 
perfectly lawful public meetings and 
demonstrations, but nowhere in this proposed 
legislation is there any sign of an intention 
similarly to penalise those who, by 
organisation of violence or threat of same, 
contrive to prevent lawful meetings being 
held. 

If the present Government, which we are 
supposed:to believe is not a left-wing but a 
‘right-wing’ government, was really 
determified about the matter and was really 
resolved to protect those basic freedoms 
about which it iş always talking so loudly — 
including. the treedom of assembly — it 
would have no hesitation in taking the 
appropriate measures against those groups 
whose violent behaviour threatens freedom of 
assembly, thus establishing a tradition of 
peaceful public meetings of all kinds up and 
down Britain, which in time would convey to 
the owners of private meeting halls the 
reasonable asSurance that those meetings 
taking place on their premises would proceed 
peacefully and with no damage to. their 
property. 

Of course government contemplates no 
such measures to protect free speech because 
the Government, just as much as the mobs of 
the left, has its own interest in curbing free 
speech. In fact to the present Government it is 
highly convenient that left-wing groups, 
which it professes to oppose and despise, 
have a habit of attacking Nationalist meetings 
and thus making it effectively impossible for 
Nationalists to hire meeting halls; these left- 
wing groups simply. perform the 
Government’s own dirty work — by forcibly 


Contd. overleaf 


Page nine 


THE FRAUD OF ‘FREE 
ASSEMBLY’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


suppressing an uncomfortable opponent, 
which in normal circumstances might cause it 
trouble, but without the Government being in 
any way implicated in that suppression. Thus 
- can the likes of Mrs. Thatcher turn up their 
noses and go through the motions of casting 
stones at those very people who are in effect 
their own stormtroops. 


USE OF POLICE 


The complicity of the Government in this 
conspiracy against free speech, however, 
goes far further than merely turning a blind 
eye to the violence of the left. In recent times 
it has enlisted the support of local police 
forces in getting the doors of meeting halls 
closed to Nationalists. 

An example of this occurred in Liverpool 
last April. The British National Party had 
planned to hold a rally in the city but its 
officials knew for certain that they would not 
succeed in hiring any ‘premises openly. A 
meeting place was therefore booked using, as 
it has unfortunately become necessary to do, a 
false name. On the mornining of the day 
scheduled for the rally the booking, which 
was of aroom in a hotel, seemed secured. At 
about mid-day Mr. Ian Sloan, the North West 
Regional Organiser for the party, set out from 
his home to drive to the hotel at which the 
room had been booked. No. sooner had he 
driven a few yards down his street than he 
realised that he was being followed by 
another car. In fact the car contained plain- 
clothes policemen, who followed him all the 
way to the hotel. On seeing him enter the 
building they ascertained that this must be the 
location of the intended meeting. They 
immediately contacted the manager and told 
him that the BNP was behind the booking and 
that violent demonstrations were expected. 
Members from all over the country then 
' learned of the cancellation of the booking as 
they arrived later in the day for the rally. I 
myself was informed of the situation when I 
arrived with a coachload of London and South 
- Eastern members. Immediately I attempted to 
negotiate with the senior police officer 
present for our meeting to be transferred to 
some open air location nearby. He informed 
me that this was out of the question. I then 
said: ‘‘Very well, we wish to hold a 
newspaper sale in the centre of the city.” This 
was dismissed as out of the question also, 
after which the officer told me that he wanted 
all our members out of the city immediately. 
As an alternative to having our members 
arrested and the party forced to foot an 
enormous bill for fines, I had to.comply. 

Later this year we had a similar experience 
in Chippenham, Wiltshire, where a hall had 
been booked for a party rally after we had 
failed to obtain any such premises in nearby 
. Bristol. The Chippenham location was 
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booked secretly but somehow the local police 
found out that we were holding a meeting in 
the town and they scoured the entire area 
asking the owners of every hall if a meeting 
had been booked on their premises. 
Eventually they found the location of what 
they perceived to be the BNP booking and 
they ‘leaned on’ the management in the same 
way as the police had done in Liverpool. 


Needless to say, this booking also was 


cancelled. 

Only the most extremely naive would 
imagine that this police policy of sabotaging 
bookings of meeting halls by Nationalists is 
not known to, and approved by, Government 


— indeed it is highly probable that the whole | 


dirty business is instigated by Government. 
Britain’s police forces are ultimately 
responsible to the Home Office, a 
Government department. If the Government 
has not, as I have suggested, instigated this 
practice, the fact remains that it could stop it if 
it so wished, and it has not. When Mrs. 
Thatcher speechifies about ‘‘setting the 
people free” she is fact guilty of cant of the 


‘most nauseating kind. 


As we shall see, however, the Government 
and Tory Party are even more deeply 
implicated in the conspiracy to prohibit 
freedom of assembly to Nationalists and 
patriots. This will become evident as we 
examine the situation concerning publicly- 
owned meeting halls, to which I now come. 


PUBLICLY-OWNED HALLS 


The effective denial to people who form a 
legitimate part of the political spectrum, i.e. 
those of the Nationalist movement, of the fac- 
ility of privately-owned meeting halls by the 
methods that have been described makes it 
doubly essential that there are at least 
available the facilities to hire publicy-owned 
meeting Halls, which in almost all cases are 
today under the control of town and city 
councils. These halis are part of the large and 


“complex network of public amenities paid 


for, directly or indirectly, by the common 
people by means of their rates, and in any 
system living up to the description of 
‘democracy’ as it is generally defined there 
should be firm safeguards to ensure that such 
premises are freely available to all comers — 
and on the basis that those premises belong by 
right to the people themselves. 

In fact no such safeguard exists but, on the 
contrary, the ban on patriotic organisations 
using these premises is almost as total as in 
the case of private halls. — 

As in so many other things, the expressed 
position of left-wing councils on this matter is 
comparatively frank and open, whereas that 
of Tory councils reeks of hypocrisy. 

All Labour-controlled councils within my 
knowledge operate the same policy with 
regard to applications by Nationalist groups 
for the use of meeting*halls. It is publicly and 
unashamedly stated that these halls will not be 
hired to “'racists” or ‘‘Fascists’’. These Lab- 
our councils reserve the right to make their 


own judgement of course as to who and what 
is ‘‘racist’’ or ““Fascist”. In this context it is 
most important that we understand what is 
meant by “‘racist’’ or ‘‘racism’’ in Labour 
councillors’ eyes: ‘‘racism’’ is not just a 
hostile and insulting attitude towards other 
racial groups; it encompasses any free, open 
and all-embracing discussion of racial matters 
of any kind, including of course any 
discussion of racial differences. Such a 
discussion of those differences may proceed . 
in an atmosphere in no way hostile to other 
races but, on the contrary, with ‘courtesy 
shown to them and in a desire to help them as 
well as help the native populace of this 
country —- no matter, such a discussion is still 
‘‘racist’’, and as such beyond the pale and 
giving those who wish to engage in it no right 
whatsoever to make use of publicy-owned 
premises for the purpose. 

Once again of course it must be stressed 
that this definition of ‘‘racism’’ applies only 
to British and White ‘‘racism’’. At publicly- 
owned meeting halls up and down the 
country, including those controlled by 
Labour councils, members of Britain’s ethnic 
minority groups of all colours are allowed the 
facility to expound their own brands of 
racism, and in the process freely attack and 
defame their White British hosts — without it 
ever being even considered that such halls 
should be barred to them. 

. And do not think that those applying for 
halls for Nationalist (or ‘‘racist’”) meetings 
are any the better placed if they happen to be 
local ratepayers, whose own financial 
contributions to the local public purse help to’ 
pay for the upkeep of those premises. Oh no! 
Such people are treated with the same bland 
contempt as Labour councillors treat all 
others tainted with the Nationalist or ‘‘racist’’ 


| brush. 


TORY HUMBUG. 


So what of the position with public halls 
owned by ‘Conservative’. councils’ Surely 
here there is a somewhat fairer and more 
‘democratic’ policy. Nota bit of it! The ban is 
almost universally the same; only the 
methods and explanation are different. 

Conservative-controlled councils purport 
not to deny hiring facilities to any political 
group on political grounds, but they do 


‘maintain the right to refuse hire — or if hire 


has been granted subsequently to withdraw it 


— when there is reason to expect a breach of 


the peace. So we are right back to the same 
Situation as that we faced in the case of 


privately-owned meeting premises. Needless 


to say, just such a breach of the peace is 
always obligingly provided by the same left- 
wing mobs whom the Tories affect to deplore 
but nevertheless love to hide behind. Very 
rarely does it ever actually get to the point of 
such a breach of the peace taking place, for 
long before that the mere threat of it is quite 
enough to turn Tory councils chicken, and 
revoke any booking of a hall that might 


Contd. on next page 


naively have been accepted by one of the. 


council’s clerical staff. | 
Just occasionally there is an instance of a 
council which is prepared to make a stand for 


free speech just a little longer. This happened . 


during the 1970s, when Hillingdon Borough 
Council in North West London granted hire of 


a local hall to the National Front, of which I- 
was then Chairman. To an initial protest by 


members of its Labour minority the council at 
first made an effort at firmness by refusing to 
Change its mind. In due course, however, this 


posture of strength turned to jelly. Local. 


leftists got to work during the week following 
and carried out a campaign of intimidation 
against the Tory councillors that can only be 
likened to the tactics of the Mafia. 
Threatening and abusive telephone calls were 
made, including of course (lovely people that 
these leftisis are) threats against the 
councillors’ wives and children.. One 
councillor had excretia shoved through his 
letter box. By the end of the week Tory 
resistance had collapsed totally and the 
booking of the hall was cancelled. 

Another intriguing device that is 
sometimes employed by Tory councils to deal 
with hall applications by Nationalists is the 
stipulating of an insurance premium against 
damage. This happened when Nationalists 
applied for a meeting hall in Grimsby in 1981. 
The Town Council there, under Tory majority 
control, said in effect: “Yes, of course you 
can have a hall — this is a free country and we 
Tories are pledged to defend that freedom. 
However, before you can have the hall you 
must agree to pay this premium to cover the 
event of damage to the premises. When the 
bill for the premium was received it was 
found to be such a ridiculously high one as to 
be obviously beyond the means of the party 
concerned — in fact it ran, as I recall, to 
nearly £2,000! There could be no question of 
paying it on principle, even if the wherewithal 


was there to do so. 

Of course it is perfectly outragous that a 
law-abiding political organisation seeking to 
book publicly-owned premises for the 
purpose of a peaceful meeting should be 
obliged to pay an enormous sum of insurance 
against the event of damage caused, not by its 


own members, but by its opponents. In actual 


fact it never is possible for counter-demon- 
Strators at a meeting,’ however violent their 
intentions, to do any substantial damage to 


the premises. In the case of our own Nation- 


alist meetings, we are invariably able to 
provide stewards sufficient, in number and in 
physical capability to be able to deal quite 
easily with any such threat. Then, in addition 
to that, there is always a police presence 
which prevents such damage anyway. Just 


i occasionally a very small amount of damage 


is caused — to the odd chair or some such 


. item,but the bill involved here is tiny and can 


easily be settled. 


In a country governed in practice by the 


‘democratic’ principles which are supposed 
to prevail in Britain every town and city 
council letting meetimg halls to political 
groups should be prepared to underwrite what 
small damage may be caused to its premises 
in the event of disorder — unless it is possible 
to pinpoint the individual responsible and 
charge them the bill. In the case of Grimsby, 
however, the Nationalists seeking to hire the 
hall offered something more than they should 
have been obliged to offer, which was to sign 
an indemnity making themselves liable for 
any damage caused to the premises, even if 
that damage were not their own fault. They 
did this because they were confident of their 
own ability to keep order at their intended 
meeting, and that at the worst only the tiniest 


damage and liability for same would result. © 
Needless to say, this offer was refused by: 


the council and the options remained — huge 


premium or no meeting. There was no 


"LEICESTER: APRIL 1985 
The meeting becomes a battleground; the public never gets a look in 


meeting 

We all knew of course that this particular 
council, like all others of its kind, did not 
have the slightest intention of allowing the 
N ationalist meeting to be held on its premises 
— premium or no premium. This was simply 
a crooked stunt to give the dishonest and 
frightened councillors a get-out for banning a 
meeting they wanted to ban but hadn’t the 


gumption to ban openly 


‘REPRESENTATION OF THE | 
PEOPLE’ — 


Up to now there has been one loophole in 
the law of the land by which Nationalists and 


patriots are able to claim their right of 


assembly by hiring publicly-owned premises: 

this is the Representation of the People Act, 

under which, in the event of a candidate 
standing at an election, whether for 
Parliament or just for'local government, that 
candidate is entitled by law to be allowed to 
hire a hall for a meeting in support of his or 
her candidature, and the local authority of the 
area in question is obliged by law to make 


- premises available for this purpose. 


If ‘democracy’ was an honest political 
system and not the fraudulent racket that it is, 
this right of citizens and obligation of 
councils would be mandatory at all times, and 
not just in the event of an election. However, 
the fact that it does exist in the event of an 
election does provide some small. mercy — a 
tiny chink of freedom in a massive cloud of 
suppression. Naturally, Nationalists lose no 


“Opportunity to avail themselves of this facility 


provided under the law, and have been able to 
hold public meetings in council-owned 
premises on those occasions when one of their 
number was standing as a local candidate. 
Even at these meetings, however, 
conditions are so contrived that no normal 
appeal to the local populace from the platform 
is really possible. Last April in Bradford the 
British National Party entered a candidate in a 
local government: by-election and on those 
grcunds booked a local hall to support the 
candidate’s campaign — which booking the 
council, to its chagrin, was obliged to grant. 
When the day of the meeting came, 


however, it was quite clear that the ordinary 


citizens of the locality had about as much 
chance of hearing what the candidate had to 
say as they would have done if there had been 
no meeting at all. A large, noisy and 
threatening mob turned up at the gates of the 
hall and needed large numbers of police to 
control. The police operated a policy of 
allowing: one member of the mob into the 
meeting for every supporter of the BNP. The 
limited capacity of the hall ensured that it was 
soon filled with Nationalists on one side and 
anti-Nationalists on the other, in other words 
the audience consisted of the already 
converted and the hopelessly unconvertible! 
We heard later that a not inconsiderable 
number of members of the ordinary public — _ 
ae very people to whom we most wanted to 
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THE FRAUD OF ‘FREE 
ASSEMBLY’ 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


speak — had come to the meeting wanting to 
get in and hear what the candidate had to say 
but were prevented by police from doing so 


on the grounds that the hall was full — in fact 


it was not: ample room could have been made 
for these members of the public by our own 
members simply giving up their chairs, as 
they were ready to do. This, however, the 
police would not allow. 

The purpose of the opposing jate S 
presence was obvious from the start: before 
the chairman of the meeting had got out the 
first word a barrage of chanting began which 
made it impossible for him or any following 


speakers to be heard. Eventually we asked the . 


police to remove the chanters and, as they 
started to do so, the latter and their comrades 
made a concerted attempt to break up the 
meeting by staging a full scale riot. It was 
well within the capacity of the police to 
remave them (as it would have been within 
our ewn capacity had we been allowed to do 
so) and: in fact the police were indeed 
succeeding: in removing the trouble- 
makers when the senior police officer present 
came up to me and said that the meeting was 
closed. This decision had apparently been 
made at the request of a council official 
present. As this police action in complying 
with the council official’s request is at present 
- the subject of a pending enquiry. I cannot say 
more on the matter — except to reiterate again 
that on this occasion, as on so many others, 
the ordinary electors of the area had no 
opportunity whatever 40 hear what we had to 
say or we the opportunity to speak to them. 

Very shortly afterwards the performance 
was repeated at Leicester, where again we 
stood an electoral candidate and claimed our 
right to book a local meeting hall. The same 
mob tactics were used and the same result 
occurred of there being a hall filled with party 
supporters and opponents but with no 
opportunity whatever for the ordinary neutral 
observer from the street to come in and hear 
what was being said. On this occasion the 
meeting was not prematurely closed down but 
went its course. All that the people of the area 
knew about it, however,-was what they read 
the next day in their. newspapers, and the 
reports in these concentrated exclusively on 
the riot while not quoting a single word 
spoken by those on the platform. . 

From this it will be seen that the theoretical 
right of free assembly which exists by virtue 
of the law governing election meetings means 
very little in terms of the ability, in practice, 

of*Nationalists to get a public hearing. 


OPEN AIR MEETINGS 


` There remains one more facility which, 
again in theory, is available in a ‘democracy’ 
to all comers, and this is the facility of the 
` open air meeting. As I shall show, in practice 
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this facility is just about as much use as the 
‘others that have been mentioned. __ 


In several places around the country our 
party, after being denied the use of- both 
publicly- and privately-owned meeting halls, 
has negotiated with police for the use of 
a piece of public ground in the open air to hold 
meetings. 

Occasionally this has been granted and 
some such meetings have been held. They 
have, however, almost irivariabiy been 
located, by choice of the police, in places 
where there is very little opportunity for our 
speakers to be heard by the ordinary public to 
whom they have come to speak. A typical 
example of this was in Hoxton, East London, 
this Summer. Eventually we were allowed to 
hold our meeting in a public square: Such was 
the presence of militant opposition, however, 
that the police cordoned off the square and in 
effect strongly discouraged’ any ordinary 
passer by from entering it. Those who wanted 
to hear us — and there were quite a few — had 
to do so from a distance which, in the case of 
many, made our voices inaudible. 


CONCLUSIONS 


The facts presented in this article all add up 
to one thirig: that there exists in Britain a 
policy, however hypocritically disguised, of 
closing to political groups of Nationalist and 
patriotic persuasion all effective avenues 
whereby they may exercise their right of free 
assembly which ‘democracy’ is supposed to 
embrace and defend. . | 
` As a measure to deal with this situation, 
Nationalists have been forced to employ 
tactics which they, most of all people, dislike 
employing, and that is to negotiate the hire of 
meeting premises under false names and then 
on the day direct those attending from an 
advertised rendezvous point to the actual 
meeting location, which thereby becomes 
known only at the very last moment. Needless 
to say, the media in reporting these events 
always make great play of our ‘deceit’ in 
misleading the: owners of those premises we 
hire, while never giving any acknowledge- 
ment of the circumstances which oblige us to 
adopt this procedure. 
The nausea that I feel towards those who 
are parties to this suppression of our right to 
assemble and speak in public (while always 


trumpeting loudly their belief in the virtues of. 


‘*freedom’”) is nowhere greater than towards 
the Government itself and its ‘Conservative’ 
supporters, for it quite clearly lies in their 
hands to take measures that would restore our 
rights and freedoms if they were in the 
slightest bit disposed to do so. They could put 
legislation through Parliament which would 
oblige all town and city councils, of whatever 
political hue, to let their premises to all lawful 


- political organisations. Short of this, they 


could at least instruct all councils with 
Conservative majorities to exercise that 
policy. At the same time they could easily, by 
means of existing legislation or the 


introduction of new legislation, bring to heel 


Government | sincerely 


those organisers of mobs which up and down 
the land are suppressing free speech by their 
violent action at the meetings of those whose 
views they dislike. All these things are 
perfectly feasible and would in fact be 
adopted as a matter of policy by any 
dedicated to the 
‘democracy’ and ‘freedom’ about which it is 
always shouting. 

That these measures are not adopted, and 
our freedoms continue to be suppressed, I 
take to be clear proof of what my colleagues 
and I have long maintained: that ‘democracy’ 
is a squalid sham, a mere pretence that does 
not deserve the respect of one single honest 
man or woman. It is time the pretence was 
ended, if Britain is to find its way back to 
sanity. 


A little humour 
for a rainy day 


Five students, British, American, French. 
German and Jewish, were asked by their uni 
versity professor each to write an essay on the 


| subject of elephants. 


The British student duly produced his 
essay, which was. called “The role of 
elephants in the building of the British 
Empire. 

The American then submitted his thesis, 
which was entitled ‘‘Elephant tusks are big 
business”. 

Then came the young Frenchman, who 
wrote an €ssay headed “Les amours des 
elephants’’. 
© “Then. the German completed his work, 
which he called *‘Symbolischen und meta- 
physischen Bedeutung des Elefants in Afri- 
kanischen Geschichte, Wissenschaft - und 
Kultur’’. ) 

Finally came the Jewish student, whose 
essay had the heading “Elephants and the 


sowing A menace of anti-semitism and neo- 


nazism’ 


THOUGHT FOR 
THE MONTH 


p ne DİN is incapable of contin- 
uity in effort. 

Divided into parties that govern one, 
two or three years, it is incapable of 
conceiving and accomplishing any long 
range plan. One party nullifies the 
plans and efforts of another. What was 


conceived and ‘built by one today is © 
demolished next by another. 

In a country in need of construction 
...this drawback of democracy constit- | 
utes a threat. It is as if on a farm the 
owners would change yearly, each 
coming with different plans, doing 

-= away with what the predecessors did, 
their work only to be done away with by 
the next owner coming tomorrow. 


Corneliu Codreanu - 


_FOR MY LEGIONARIES 


NEMESIS BEFORE THE DAWN 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT surveys a world of 
liberalism in collapse 


AS THE AUTUMN MONTHS approach, 
“one appears to be witnessing the world’s 
descent into a terminal paroxysm of uncon- 
trolled madness. Logic, common sense and 
reason all seem to have been stood on their 
heads, whilst the majority of world leaders 


mouth such platitudinous nonsense that 


even the most politically undiscerning 
person must recoil with horror. The 
imagination of Dante, 
Hogarth and the pen of Edgar Allan Poe, 
with all their capacities for projecting 


inspired dreadfulness, could hardly have 


produced such a quintessence of distortion 
and moral dementia as now disfigures the 
international scene. 
What are the insane ingredients which form 
this world-wide mash of lunacy? In South 
Africa black murderers who kill by burning 
their victims to death in the cloying embrace 
of a blazing motor car tyre are hailed as 
‘freedom fighters’. by spokesmen of the 
international liberal establishment and 
sections of the press. In that country Blacks 
may rob, ravish and conspire to destroy the 
only state in Africa with a stable, ordered 
government, and these criminals still earn the 
plaudits of the international ‘anti-racist’ 
industry. And which ‘liberal’ (small 1) 
politican has denounced the burning to death 
of Asians in the townships of Cape Province 
by bands of marauding Blacks seemingly 
responding to a primitive blood-lust? Why 
indeed was the cry of ‘‘racism’’ not heard 
against these crimes — when it most certainly 
have been heard — deafeningly — if the per- 
petrators of the crimes had been white? _ 
And are not attacks on white homesteads in 


South Africa another case of murderous. 


racism? So why is there no word from those 
who are always screaming about ‘‘racial 
attacks’? when Whites 
instead of the victims? Instead we merely hear 
condemnation of the South African Whites 
when they take the appropriate steps to 
protect themselves and restore law and order 
to the country. 

These rampaging savages in South Africa 


whom we have seen on our television screens 


are the very people to whom the White South 
Africans are being ordered by the 
‘international community’ to give ‘‘equal 
rights’ and into whose hands they are 
instructed’ to place the destinies of their 
country and the future of their children. 

Why, any sane person would ask, should 
White South Africans who by dedication and 
hard work have creeated the only civilised 
country in their continent, and provided jobs 
and security for millions of Black Africans in 
the process, hand things over to sane berserk 
mobsters? 


the brush of 


are the attackers 


HA 


DSWORTH BURNS 
Softness and ‘liberalism’ meet their nemesis 


Unfortunately, the present situation in 
South Africa emphasises the dangers inherent 
in the policy of compromise which is now 
being pursued by President Botha in a vain 
attempt to placate so-called ‘world opinion’. 
Attitudes of compromise and weakness sound 
the death-knell of societies menaced by the 
evil of militant multi-racialism. Compromise 
within this context is the slippery road leading 
to a debilitating process of continuous 


concession which only gives encouragement: 


to our racial enemies and leads ultimately to 
total ‘collapse. 


POLICY OF CAPITULATION 


Here in Britain capitulation to the arrogant 
demands of the Black community is the 
hallmark of the present multi-racial policy. 


Blacks can openly imbibe and traffic in 


drugs, violate laws and declare no-go areas in 


our major cities. They mat riot in 
Chapeltown, Leeds, Toxteth, Liverpool or 
Handsworth, Birmingham — and defend 


their actions by declaring that they were 
simply responding to 'racism'. Then they 


receive a sympathetic hearing over the media, 


and woe betide anyone who dares to level a 
word of criticism at their revolting behaviour. 
The South African experience has now been 
transferred to the streets of Handsworth in 


Birmingham, where similar Black mobs 


carried out similar atrocities against similar 


targets for allegedly similar ‘reasons’. As in 
” South Africa, 


Asians were among the 
victims, two of them being incinerated, shops 
looted and large areas set on fire. Needless to 


say, in the course of clearing up the mess the 
British taxpayer will be expected to 
compensate the victims of this alien violence. 
But in the Birmingham riot it was not a. 
Caribbean city that these creatues burned; it 
was a British city. The violence in 
Handsworth reminds one of the violence 
which stalks the streets of Nevis, Jamaica and 
other Caribbean islands, where law and order 
has broken down and where to walk the 
streets after dark marks you as a candidate for 
ritudl mugging or as a volunteer for suicide by 


© proxy. 


What hgs happened in Handsworth and 
other similar places in this country could be 
the beginnings of the funeral pyre of our 
White civilisation in this country if the 
population does not soon see and respond to 


. the all too evident danger signs. Let the 


flames of Handsworth be a warning beacon 
which will activate the natural healthy instinct 
of self-preservation among our White fellow 
citizens and awaken them from their 
pathetically false sense of security. 

Predictably, the Handsworth atrocity 
resulted in the emergence of some of our 
trendy politicians from their annual 
hibernation. The first of this deplorable. 
species to surface was the Kosher Gerald 
Kaufman, followed by the Olifactory David 
Owen, armed of course with justifications 
and excuses for the ‘Rastas’ — from ‘‘unem- 
ployment’’ to “'insensitive policing’’. Oh 
to be free from these people’s banal blandish- 
ments and unctious bleatings, and how one 
waits for the day when our country is spared 
these discredited, opportunist politicians who 
so debase the truth! | 
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NEMESIS BEFORE THE DAWN 


«Contd. from prev. page) 


Handsworth has also provided the 


‘opportunity for the parading of variegated 
. Blacks before the television cameras to mouth 


their predictable complaints against our 
country. Having listened to their many half- 
baked beefings, one wonders why they are so 
reluctant to return to the natural environment 
of their countries of origin! The obvious 
answer is that they are perfectly happy to 
remain here while they can be subsidised in 
undeservedly comfortable living conditions 
by the British taxpayer. 

To me the most nauseating sight of all in 
the whole Handsworth saga was that of police 
officers ‘negotiating’ with unkempt 
Rastafarians with records of drug-addiction in 


an attempt to prevent further violence and to 
persuade them to allow ambulances, fire. 


engines and police vehicles to enter the no-go 
areas to restore essential services. This sight 
must have made even the most apolitical ask: 

‘Could anyone now question Enoch Powell’s 
Tıvers of blood’ prophecy?’ 


BLAME FOR ‘RACE HATE’ 


One might be tempted to feel sympathy for 
the Asians who died in the Handsworth fires 


and for their befeaved family, also for the 


Asian shopkeepers who had suffered the 
destruction of their property and livelihoods, 
but one must remember that they also are part 


of this tension-ridden situation produced by. 


those politicians who irresponsibly created, 
and have sustained, this cauldron of racial: 
hate. I emphasise that it was British 
policemen and British firemen who were 
stoned and petrol-bombed and that it is the 
British people who have to pick up the price- 
tag for yet another exercise in racial minerity 
violence, intolerance and murder. 

, In referring to the Autumn madness which 
seems to be afflicting the world, I cannot 
ignore that the French also seem to be 
afflicted, albeit Oo differently. This 
sophisticated, .Western European Socialist 
country has apparently stooped to actions 
reminiscent of the Borgias in removing those 
with whom it disagrees. Unabashed, the 
French are not deterred by thoughts of 
respecting the national sovereignty of free 
nations with whom they are treaty partners. 
The destruction of the Rainbow Warrior with 
the loss of a member of its crew is an 
international offence against a British 
Commonwealth country, New Zealand, and 
an insult to the integrity of Britain in that the 
target vessel was a British ship. We have seen 


the French Government indulging in what 


looks very like a Watergate-style cover-up, 
which has seriously damaged that 


-Government’s credibility. Mr. Lange, the 


New Zealand Prime Minister, has apparently 


. presented a well documented case involving 


the use by the French of their Secret Service to 


terminate Greenpeace opposition to the 
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French programme of nuclear testing in the 


South Pacific. Mr. Lange seems somewhat 


perplexed that his ‘‘irrefutable’’ evidence has 


not produced a significant outcry from other 
Western governments. Mr. Hawke, the 


Australian Prime Minister, in a fit of similar: 


frustration, has asked the French why, if (as 
they claim) such testing is harmless, don‘t 
they explode their devices in Metropolitan 
France rather than in the ANZAC backyard. It 
must be admitted that the venom directed at 
South Africans for administering their own 
policies in their own country has not been 


‚similarly directed against the French for 


allegedly committing an atrocity against a 
British ship in the waters of a Commonwealth 
country. Perhaps Mr. Lange, who is a 
rampant multi-racialist, should pause to think 
that if the Rainbow Warrior had been a 
Liberian ship with a Black crew mm might 
have been different! 


INSANITY OVER A.I.D.S. 


It seems that another symptom of the 


international liberal insanity is that the 


disease AIDS, which is the natural penalty for 
unnatural practices, has been elevated to the 


level of a status symbol by homosexual 


members of the entertainment industry. One 
well known victim has been praised by, 
among others, Elizabeth Taylor for his 

“noble” stance in acknowledging that he had 
the disease. In view of the publicity 
surrounding his admission to a French 
hospital and the public neurosis of those who 
had worked and associated with him, the 
French expression force majeure would appear 
to be an apt description of this alleged act of 


nobility. 


In accordance with the usual antics of the 
‘dripping wets’, we are now being subjected 
to campaigns aimed at securing ‘‘equality of 
employment opportunity’’ for AIDS sufferers 
and “AİDS on the rates” for all 
homosexuals. We have also been subjected to 
the unedifying sight of a certain television 
doctor indulging in osculatory acts with an 
AIDS victim on our screens. One cannot 
doubt that it will bring her a considerable 
amount of publicity but one hopes not the 
killer disease AIDS. Of course the real 
victims of AIDS are these who acquired 
the disease by misadventure — blood 
transfusions, etc. — and who are the tragic 
sufferers from the practices of a perverted 
minority and the: irresponsibility of their 
apologists. It is wise to remember that there is 
always a penalty for defying nature’s law, 
whether it be the race riots in Handsworth or 
the rapidly oe retributive disease of 


The examples that I have cited of the errant 


ways of some members of humankind, which © 


lead to the wilful defiance of the laws of 
nature and the predictable consequences 
thereof, give one a feeling of bewilderment. 
The fact that the bacillus of permissive 
liberalism has reached epidemic proportions 


throughout the world should not disguise its 
criticality in Britain. Many of my party 
colleagues often postulate the questions: 
“Why do they behave like this?’’ “Why do 
they not see?’’ “When will the Whites wake 
up?” and, more depressingly, ‘‘Do you think 
we are getting anywhere?’’ These questions 
are ones which in different circumstances 
have been asked by enlightened and socially 


‘Motivated people throughout the ages. Jesus 


Christ in a moment of despair said: ‘‘My God, 
My God, why hast thou forsaken me?’’ I am 
also sure that, if one excludes the theological 
aspect, Wat Tyler, Calvin, Wesley, Feargus 
O’Connor, Lenin, Trotsky, : Hitler, 
Mussolini, Ataturk and — yes, John Tyndall 
— have asked themselves these questions on 
many occasions. The test of political 
greatness is to turn the weakness of others into 
a strength and to be inspired and reinforced, 
not only by victories, but by apparent 
adversity. But why cannot the people see? 
Well, human beings act in very unpredictable 
ways and for a wide variety of reasons, 
including indifference, self-interest, lack of 
perception, variations in temperament, 

intelligence and social responsibility. The 
opinions, trends and leaders they extol today 
will, very likely, be reviled tomorrow. The 
component human elements of what is called 
euphemistically “‘public opinion’’ so often 
behave like the gadarine swine by rushing to 
self-destruction in pursuit of the ‘soft option’. 

“Public opinion’’ can so often be the prostit- 
ution of the collective intellect: it can be 
‘bought’. The post-war reaction to what had 
been an inegalitarian, submissive society 
prepared the way for an absurdediy 
egalitarian and permissive society, 

distinguished by ‘‘you’ve-never-had-it-so- 
good’”. laissez-faire liberalism. National 

standards have been scorned, and patriotism, 

self-sacrifice and idealism have become 

appropriate subjects for mockery. 

Consumerism, together with Jewish-run 

entertainment and the eternal peddling of the 

Jewish ‘Holocaust’ myth, coupled to the post- 

war economic boom, dulled the intellects and 
destroyed the critical faculties of a large 

section of the Britain’s population. Many 

people believed what they were told if it was 

what they wanted to hear and if it promised a 
bright new future, without hardship and 
without persorial responsibility. In this way 

they accepted the package of tne multi-racial 

society, the EEC and the all pervading 

permissive decadence of a corrupt system, 

misled by ‘liberal’ politicians and 

manipulated by international finance. 


PAST CATCHING UP 


It often occurs to me that Britain these days 
might be likened to a national Dorian Gray, 
our past indulgences and errors beginning to 
show in our portrait. Today the main body of 
thinking White British people are looking for 
a way to reverse the political and moral errors 
of the past. As a nation we have supped with 
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SIR: ‘‘Equality’’ is essentially an undefinable 
and subjective concept, except as a statement 
about mathematical relations. And nowhere 
is the dogma of *‘one man, one vote’’ written 
on the firmament. It is only a socio-political 
idea of rather recent origin in certain Western 
nations. The results of the fanatical pursuit of 
that dogma are exemplified in the contrast 
between the once prosperous, clean, efficient 
and beautiful Rhodesia and the seedy, shabby 
Marxist tyranny of so-called ‘*Zimbabwe’’. 

One of the least endearing traits of the 
Americans and us British is the arrogant 
conviction that they and we have a special 
commission from God to dictate the internal 
affairs of other nations. And those nations are 
seen as virtuous or sinful to the degree that 
they order their affairs in accordance with 
Anglo-Saxon-Christian notions. The new 
shibboleth about (“human rights” 
exemplifies this; such things are logically im- 
possible. A right is, and can only be, a priv- 
ilege awarded by some authority to some or 
all persons subject to that authority. Any 
other claim is sophistic balderdash. 

It is a safe bet that not one in ten thousand 
of the noisy and self-righteous protesters 
outside South African Consulates knows 
anything at all about South African history or 
its current multi-racial (not bi-racial) society. 
Nor would they want to know; it could spoil 
the agreeable adrenalin “high”. But one 
simple fact would seem quite incredible to the 
ignorant: the story of the white races in South 
Africa is not at all like that of the white races 
in the Americas. The Dutch settled the Cape 
in 1652 and gradually expanded their 
settlements northward. Not until 118 years 
later did they first encounter Blacks. This was 
on the Kei River, 600 miles north. The Blacks 
were the latecomers to the area. They had 
been swinging southward in a great arc for 
three or four centuries and slaughtering on 
their way the aboriginal inhabitants, the 
nearly defenceless bushmen, a primitive race 
and not black. The Blacks today still swarm 
into the Republic from their gloriously 
independent native paradises. That should tell 

something to those willing to listen. So 
should the datum, for example, that the 24 
million non- Whites in the Republic own more 
private motor cars than the nearly 400 million 
Blacks in the rest of Africa. | 
Individual suicide is considered by many to 


be a sin. Perhaps it is, but the suicide of a 
people is infinitely more tragic and shameful. 
And it is suicide — nothing less — that the 


white people in South Africa are being urged - 


to commit. 
Dr. PETER H. PEEL (Ph. D) 
Reseda, Calif., U.S.A. 


SIR: It-is truly to be hoped that David Irving 
will find a publisher for his biography of 


© Winston Churchill. It is sad to record, but 


even some British Nationalists have failed to 
see through this bibulous sham and maintain 
an affection for a man who, all his life, 


. remained an overgrown schoolboy. Churchill 


was permanently phychologically warped as 
a child, as a result of his unhappy and unsat- 
isfactory relationship with his parents. If 
Irving can bring home the truth about this 
man, and his cost to our nation, he will have 
done a singular service. l 

A lot of useful information detailing how 
unfit Churchill was to lead Britain through the 
last war can be found in the diary of his 
personal doctor, published as Winston 
Churchill: the struggle for survival 1940-65 
(Sphere, 1966). In this work Lord Moran 
reveals what a conceited, egotistical buffoon 
his patient was. | | 

Churchill was at no time an ideological pol- 
itical animal. If he was true to anything, it was 
to the concept of Monarchy — an expression 
of his romantic schoolboy mind. But all else 
was expendable and could be sacrificed on the 
altar of his personal ambition. The 
unforgivable factor about this man, from our 
point of view, is that he appears to have been 
fully aware of the realities of international 
politics in which he was so deeply enmeshed, 
and must therefore have been thoroughly con- 
scious of where his actions were leading his 
country. _ 

Denis Wheatley, who knew Churchill and 
worked fairly close to him during World War 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


II, makes the following claim in The Devil and 
all his works (Hutchinson, 1971), page 281: 
‘‘It has been said that as a young man Winston 
Churchill was a member of the Illuminati, 
founded by Adam Weishaupt. In view of his 


tirelessly enquiring. mind, it would not be 
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M. DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


very surprising if that were so.’ 


SIR: Utterly predictable was Roy Hattersley’s 
remark following the Birmingham riot: “You 
can’t put this down to mere criminality,’’ he 
said. Every time we have a riot by Blacks in 
this country soft statements of this sort are 
trotted out over and over again by weak- 
kneed ‘liberals’ like Hattersley. Another lame 
excuse is ‘‘unemployment’’ — which ignores 
that in many areas of Britain Whites are at 
least equally badly affected by lack of jobs but 
do not run amok and set their neighbourhoods 
on fire. 

In my opinion, when disorders like that in 
Handsworth break out the proper course 
would be to declare a state of Martial Law and 
have the looters, arsonists and murderers shot 
on sight. We are engaged in a war — a war 
between the forces of civilisation and 
barbarism. No effort should be spared to 
stamp these manifestations of barbarism out. 

As for politicians and journalists, they 
seem to be very peculiar people. As soon as 
Nationalists announce a rally, they go 
hysterical about the possibility of a “‘breach 
of the peace”. Yet when a full scale black riot 
breaks out, they whine about the need to treat 
the rioters leniently and are terrified of any 
firm police action. 

In the final analysis, these riots are the in- 
evitable result of the policy of trying to make 
Blacks and Whites live together on a basis of 
“eguality”. 

J. KIBBEY 
Liverpool 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
“every month and to those who wish to obtain guantities for redistribution. 
Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling 
in the form below and sending it:to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 


............................ lee... 


ee 


“The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable): — 
British Isles: £8.00 L] Overseas unsealed surface mail: £8.80 LI Overseas sealed surface mail: £10.85 O 


Unsealed air-mail Middle East: £11.80L] ~ 


Unsealed air-mail Canada, USA, South America and 


Africa: £13.40 O Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £1 4.30 O 


Please note: These overseas rates apply. if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in over- 
seas currency, an additional charge of £5 is required in the case of cheques and £1 in the case of 
_ banknotes, these going to pay banker’s commission. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: — 


10-19.copies: 40p ea.; 20-49 copies: 36p ea.; 
200-400 copies: 22p ea.; 


our office). 


50-99 copies: 30p ea.; 
500 copies or over: 20p ea. 


100-199 copies: 26p-ea.; — 
(For advice on postal rates, please contact 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


the honour of being imprisoned without trial for 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality. hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2,40 
(59p). A sensational novel about the destruction of 
the white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 
1973, 311pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p (13p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
refutes the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 (59p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the ‘Holo- 
caust’ and completely dissects the myth. 2nd ed. 
19174315pp w 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discusses the failure of our debt-based 
financial system and describes its role in creating 
inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K. Chesterton) 
Hardback £3.00 (52p); Paperback (limited supply) 
£1.50 (46p). An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
“state. 1972, 255pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 30p 
(13p). A reply to the notorious NUT racemixing 
booklet, packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). Shows that racial 
integration is not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threaten 
ing our future. 1980, 246pp. ; 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00 
(18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look at modern world 
history. 1977, 45pp. 


THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.72p). This book has attracted world- 
wide attention dealing as it does with racial prob- 
lems in America and not simply the black-white 
situation. 2nd ed. 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to 
Race and reason, showing how the truth about the 
race issue has been suppressed by.interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


‘VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 


Here is the latest list of our books. The figures in 
brackets represent packing and postage charges. All 
orders with cash please. Cheques should be made 
out to BNP Book Service. 


The sequel to the same author’s widely-acclaimed 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised ed. 1982, 113pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important new book on a major 
current educational scandal — the indoctrination of 
schoolchildren by pacifist and unilateralist edu- 
cationalists. This topical and factual study makes it 
plain that we are not simply confronted with odd 
teachers here and there abusing their positions but 
a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly-funded, co-ordinating the attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). 
An examination of some of the facts of recent 
history that have not found their way into text- 
books and newspapers. 1974, 48pp. © 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The second edition of a 
sensational exposure of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (13p). Text of a memorandum to the Royal 
Commission on Criminal Procedure entitled /nfil- 
tration of the Government by members of subver- 


sive or criminal organizations for the purpose of 


furthering the interests of those organizations. 
1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p). Updates the above giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted 
on Britain. 1984, 16pp. 


FDR — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN (Hamil- 
ton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roosevelt’s 
war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race 
issue that has been an invaluable contribution to 
the debate ever since it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 1977), 125pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
(S9p). A study of some little known state docu- 
ments that throw much light on recent history. 
1975,191pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline of the secret history of the 
eventsleading up tothe second world war, including 
information on previous upheavals. The author had 


BNP Book Service 
P.0.Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


four years during the war despite his status as a 
sy of Parliament. Originally published 1952, 
128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book 
outlining the author’s ideal of a new religion based 
on the right to survival of the white race: The 
author in presenting his ideas in this matter makes 
it plain who represents the threat to white survival. 
1973, 508pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ken Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same author’s 
Nature's Eternal Religion in which he expounds his 
concept of creativity as the religion of the white 
race. 1981, 451pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that Ben 
Klassen is strongly critical of the Christian religion 
and the many devout Christians we are glad to 
number among our customers will find much in 
these books with which to disagree. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any con- 
spiratorial view of world events, he still provides a 
comprehensive exposure of the organisation and 
influence of the Bilderberg Group and the Trilateral 
Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 (£1.33p). A best-seller in nationalist circles 
ever since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed with littie- 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holo- 
caust” but other topics involved in the Jewish 
question including the exploitation of the ‘anti- 
Semite’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 


TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p 


(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty 
of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. Hoar) 
£15.00 (£1.33p). One of the most serious and 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever 
published. rom the time of the American Revo- 
lution to the present, we are given names, dates ` 
and facts. The material originally appeared in the. 
journal American Opinion. 1984, 361 pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew Macdonald). 
£3.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight- 
back of the white man in America. A futuristic 
fantasy that might not be so fantastic after all. 
1980, 211pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P.STATEMENT OF POLICY 


Newly published document which gives an 
up-to-date brief resume of the main political objec- 
tives of the British National Party. 23p post-free 
from: PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the 
British National Party fought 54 seats in the 
General Election of 1983. Entitled Vote for Britain 
(23pp). 43p post-free from: PO Box 115, Hove, 
E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


4-page tabloid newspaper published monthly 
on behalf of the British National Party with up-to- 
date news and views on current events. Subscrip- 
tion for 12 issues £3.40. Bulk rates available on 
request. Sample copy 25p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


. YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Quarterly newssheet published on behalf of 
the Young Nationalists, youth section of the 
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British National Party. 4 pages. Sample copy 20p 
post-free from: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting monthly paper for American and 
other white race patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL REVIEW 


Magazine published by the League of St. 
George. Subscription for 6 issues £5 or US$12 over- 
seas surface mail. Sample copy 70p post-free from: 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 5NP. 


POSTER 


Wall poster opposing unemployment attrac- 
tively printed in two colours by Liverpool British 
National Party. 8p each for quantities up to 49, 7p 
each for 50-99 and 6p for 100 or over. Sample 
copy Zip from Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liver- 
pool L69 8AJ. 


LEAFLETS 
(1) FED UP WITH THE PARTY.POLITICIANS? 


(4) 


Reprint of a popular old Nationalist leaflet, 
brought up-to-date. Deals with BNP policies 
on the main national issues. 


Il’ ONLY WE WERE BLACK... Leaflet pro- 
duced by the Young Nationalists, the BNP 
youth division, and aimed primarily at Britain’s 
young people. Contrasts the way young Whites 
have been left on the scrapheap with the 
specially favoured treatment given to Britain’s 
coloured racial minorities. 

HAVE YOU BEEN THROWN ON THE 
SCRAPHEAP BY FOREIGN IMPORTS? This 
leaflet deals with unemployment and explains 
in simple terms how millions of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free- 
trade policies of successive governments. A 
brief, concise argument for economic nation- 
alism. 

VIOLENT CRIME IN BRITAIN — THE 
HORRII YING TRUTH. Deals with muggings, 
rape and other violent attacks on defenceless 
people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent 
criminals by the law. 


(2) 


(3) 


(5) ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT SCOT- 
LAND’S FUTURE? Leaflet specifically pro- 
duced for distribution in.Scotland. Outlines 
BNP policy on main issues of interest to Scots. 


BRADFORD’S FUTURE: PART OF YORK- 
SHIRE OR PART OF ASIA? Special leaflet 
for distribution in the racially troubled Brad- 
ford area. : 

These «leaflets cost £4.50 per thousand, with 
postage costs at £2.10 per thousand; £2.65 for 
2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. Orders with cash should 
be sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


(6) 


T-SHIRTS 


Attractively designed featuring a white man, 
woman and child with a Union Jack flag in the 
background and the words: “British National Party 
fights for race and nation against Communism.” 
Available at £4 pius 29p postage from Glasgow 
BNP, PO Box 85, Glasgew G3 8UL. 


B.N.P. PENS 


Pens bearing the slogan: “British National 
Party — for race and nation” produced by Liver- 
pool BNP. Sample for 33p post-free from: PO Box 
72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. Discounts for quantities. 


SELF-ADHESIVE STICKERS 


British National Party logo in red, encircled 
by party name and address. Price £5.52 (inc. p&p) 
for roll of 500 stickers, £5 per roll if collected by 
hand. Crossed cheques/POs made out to Norwich 
BNP. Please order from R. L. H. Heaton, A9 
Johnson Place, Norwich, Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 
SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs including: Boys of the 


bulldog breed, Britain is my home, White men: 


awake!, My skin is white, Sons of Britain, Britain 
is a white man’s land, Members of the BNP, Soldiers 
of the BNP, Dear Motherland. Available from 


Plymouth. Branch, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 


Plymouth PL6 8XA, at £3.50 - plus 65p p&p. 
Copies of lyrics sent with each order. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


Fighting Australia’s multi-racialists, the hard- 
hitting journal of the Austfalian Patriotic Lobby. 
Annual subs: Aust. $8, NZ $12, Elsewhere $15. 
Post to PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW, 
Australia 2000. : 


NEW B.N.P. POSTERS 


. Collage of 1981 riot pictures with words 
“Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed — 
help us end it!” Bearing BNP name and address and 
logo. Red, white and blue. 17.7” x 25.2". 1-9 at 
12p ea., 10—19 at 10p ea., 20—49 at 8p ea., 50 or 
over at 6p ea. Estimate postage at 20g to 1 poster. 

' Picture of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun with words “Oppose the disarmers! 
Build up our forces! Make Britain strong.” Bearing 
BNP name and address and logo. Red, white and 
blue. 12.6” x. 17.7". 

Picture of old lady by unlit fire with words 
“She freezes in Winter while Third World gets 
£1,000 million a year. Put British people before 
aliens!” Bearing BNP name and address and logo. 
Red, white and blue. 12.6” x 17.7". 

Both of these half-size posters at prices: 
1—9 at 7p ea., 10—19 at 6p ea., 20—49 at 5p ea., 
50—99 at 4p ea., 100 or over at 3p ea. Estimate 
postage at 10g to 1 poster. 

Cash with orders to: PO Box 446, London 
SE23 2L5. 


BADGES 


British National Party badges available for 
£1.25 post-free from: PO Box 457, London 
SE20 7QE. 


SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party 
shield carved in wood and containing two crossed 
Union Jacks with the words: “British National 
Party — for race and nation.” Ideal for your mantle- 


piece or wall. Available at £15 post-tree from 
Plymouth BNP, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 
Plymouth, Devon. 


B.N.P. DIARIES 


1985 diaries, also produced by Liverpool BNP. 
Available at 50p each or 40p for 10 or over (post- 
free) from PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. 


B.N.P. TIES 


Smart navy blue polyester necktie bearing the 
BNP roundel set over crossed Union Jacks and 
encircled by the party name and the slogan: “For 
race and nation.” Available at £4.60 post-free from: 
Norwich BNP, c/o A9 Johnson Place, Norwich, 
Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


CASSETTES 
RALLY ’82 


Speeches from the BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker: 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the Nation- 
alist Unity rally in London on September Sth 1981. 
Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bears- 
ford Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British Revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS I 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about 
the world-wide dispersal of the peoples of British 
stock); Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the 
ternationalist argument demolished); Side 2: Talk 
on ‘Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of the 
results of the Second World War). 
Available at £3.50 each plus 1 8p postage from: 
BNP Recordings, PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex 
BN3 3SB. 


OBITUARY 


JACK TIPPING 


JACK TIPPING, one of the truly great char- 
acters of the Nationalist movement, died at 
his home in Rochford, Essex, recently at the 
age of 66. 

Jack Tipping was the father of well known 
BNP activist Malvern Tipping, to whom he 
gave the name of his Worcestershire home 
town. His parents were Malvern hoteliers and 
had deep local roots. In 1938, as a young 
patriot sensing the likelihood of war but with 
no political understanding of the causes, Jack 
Tipping joined the Worcestershire Regiment 
as an infantryman, prior to which he had 


worked in a number of jobs, including. 


quarryman, forester and nurseryman. During 
the war his regiment was incorporated into the 
Manchesters. He was one of the first in the 
war to see active service, being part of the 
BEF and witnessing the fiasco of Dunkirk to 
which the politicians had condemned 
Britain’s hopelessly ill trained and ill 
equipped army. From 1942 he served for 4 
years as a military policeman in India. During 
those years he never thought particularly 


HANDSWORTH LEAFLET 


New leaflet now available dealing 
with Handsworth race trouble — putting 


blame squarely on Government’s immig-. 


gration policies. Available at £6.50 per 
1,000 inc. p & p from PO Box 446, Lon- 
don SE23 2LS. i 


extremely successful, 


seriously about racial matters — mainly 
because it was taken for granted that the 
Asians and Blacks he met knew their place, 
which most of them did. 

After demobilisation he settled in Essex, 
where ke became a landscape gardener. From 
this business he expanded in the 1960s into 
that of a builder’s merchant, where he became 
also investing in 
property. ME 

Duly he came to see what kind of ‘‘land fit 
for heroes” the politicians were making for 
him and ex-servicemen like him and started 
himself to take an interest in politics. In 1976 
he received, by chance, an invitation to attend 
a local meeting of the National Front, to 
which he went with son Malvern. The two 
joined immediately after the meeting had 
ended and both became regularly active — in 
as much as Father Jack’s heavy business 
commitments allowed. 

Later declining health made it more 
difficult for Tipping Senior to attend activities 


Our magazine strongly believes 
in racial differences and opposes 
the policy of turning Britain into a 
multi-racial society. This does 
not mean, however, that we hate 
other races or encourage others 
of our own race to do so. Those 


who are angered by the results of 
multi-racialism should direct 
their anger, not at members of 


ethnic minority groups, but 
against the politicians who have 
created the problem. 


but he remained a loyal supporter and, 
following the NF split in 1980, followed, 
with his family, John Tyndall and-others into 
the New National Front and subsequently into 
the British National Party. 

A huge man and an ex-army heavyweight 
boxer, Jack Tipping was at the same time a 
gentle soul who never sought trouble. On 
occasions, however, he could quickly deal 
with others looking for trouble themselves 
just by A ey a them up with one hand until 
they calmed down. 3 

Eventually Jack Tipping succumbed to 
cancer, as so many others have done. He will 
be sorely missed by all of us, and we take this 
opportunity to extend our deepest sympathies 
to all members of his family in their loss. 


BNP bookmatches | 


BOOKMATCHES bearing slogan ‘‘Britons! 
fight back with the British National Party” 
and party address. Box of 50 £2.90 inc. p & p. 


Self-adhesive stickers 


BNP logo stickers: £4.25 per roll of 500 
inc. p & p (collected £3.85 per roll); 2%in. 
round stickers £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p & p 
(collected £4 per roll); 1%in. round stickers: 
£3.25 per roll of 500 inc. p & p (collected 
£2.95 per roll) 


Bookmatches and stickers available from 
Norwich BNP, A9 Johnson Place, Norwich 
NR2 2SA. 
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Glasgow activists to go on TV 
B.B.C. SCOTLAND FILMS PRO-SOUTH AFRICA DEMO 


Activists from Glasgow Branch of the British National Party 
staged a demonstration outside the South African Consulate 
in Glasgow in support of White South Africa last month. 

Local Organiser Eric Brand reports that the demonstrators 

‘got an extremely good reception from passers by. A lot of lit- 


a note aa 


OUTSIDE S.A. CONSULATE 
Glasgow BNP members line up to dem- 


onstrate in support of White South Africa. 


The demo was filmed by BBC Scotland. 


Overseas readers please 
note:- 


We take this opportunity once again to 
draw the attention of our overseas readers to 
the rules governing the banking of foreign 
cheques in the United Kingdom. If cheques or 
- money orders are sent to us in any currency 
other than Sterling our bankers will make a 
charge of £5 as commission for the handling 
of all such cheques. If you find it convenient 
to send us a cheque in your local currency, 
that is acceptable — but please remember — 
add the sum of £5 to your remittance (or 
whatever that adds up to in your own 
currency). | 

If you wish to send us a small donation, this 
is always appreciated, but please remember 
again: if the sum sent converts in Sterling to a 
sum of less than £5 the money is useless. To 
those who have been in the habit of sending us 
regular small donations in overseas currency, 
‘may we suggest a much better method would 
be to save your money up and send us just one 
‘occasional donation of a larger amount — so 
- that only 1 x £5 is taken by banker’s commiss- 
ion. 

We are sorry to have to keep on reminding 
overseas subscribers of this rule, but this is 
necessitated by the fact that some of them — 
including one or two who have susbcribed for 


some years — continue to overlook it, necess-* 


_ itating our reducing the number of issues due 
-to them for their money. 
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erature was sold, and the demo attracted the attention of 
BBC Scotland, who did a film of it for a programme on 
racism’ in Scotland, to shown soon. In the filming there were 
interviews with Eric Brand and Gus McLeod, and the inter- 
viewer was former Clydeside union boss Jimmy Reid. 


British National Party 


NATIONAL RALLY 
CENTRAL LONDON 


di Saturday, October 12th - Start: 2 p.m. . 
Rendezvous outside Friends House, Euston Road, N.W.1 - 1-2 p.m. 


This rally will include a programme that should be of great interest to 
all Nationalists in Britain. It is operi to any Nationalists and not only mem- 
bers of the BNP, although part of the agenda will be given up to a review 
and discussion of the BNP’s progress. There will be a report on party 

- activities and development over the past year and a question time during 
which members may put their opinions from the floor. Also included will. 
be a film show which we are certain all present will enjoy. A Nationalist 
social will follow in the evening. 

This rally is the most important event in the party calendar this year. 
No member should miss it. Branches from all. over the country will be 
sending delegations by coach, minibus and car. If you live some 
distance away from London and have a local branch near you, get in 

‘touch with your Organiser for information about travelling 
arrangements. | / 


Speakers at the rally will include David Bruce, Stanley Clayton 
Garnett and John Tyndall, who will make the final address of the 
ey! day 


Successful __ 
Summer Camp in 
Cornwall 


This year’s Nationalist Summer Camp, | 
held near Tintagel, Cornwall and 
organised by the Devon & Cornwall BNP, 
was highly successful and a good deal 
better attended than in 1984. | 

Despite unfavourable weather for much 
of the time,a very good time was had by ali. 
The highlight was the barbecure/bonfire 
on the Saturday Evening öf August 26th, 


Discrimination! 

Race discrimination in employment? 
The advertisement shown here was pub- 
| lished in the Jewish Telegraph. Needless to 
say, the publishers were not prosecuted 
— though what would have happened to 
them if they had been White Gentiles is 
anyone’s guess! 


E 
35 Northumberland Street, 
Salford 7 ` 


AGUDA COMMUNITY SERVICES . 
MPLOYMENT BUREAU, 


„during which there was an individual tug- EMPLOYERS! 
ofwar across the fire, arm wrestling and ome a ait? > 
much physical competition between the > 
young men. There was also a “‘scrumpy FREE OF CHARG 
drinking” contest and a Nationalist sing- SERVICE 


song around the fire. 


BY-ELECTION RESULT 


In a by-election for the Blackwell Ward 


of Tower Hamlets last month the BNP candi- 


date David Ettridge obtained 35 votes (just 


over 2 per-cent of the poll). This vote, though 


not large, slightly exceeded previous 
Nationalist votes in the area and came to more 


than half the Tory vote. 


to fill your vacancies 


CAN YOU PLEASE GIVE A 
FELLOW JEW - 
__ EMPLOYMENT? 


JOBSEEKERS ` 


We have vacancies on our files 
Phone 061-792 6265 
Office hqurs sapa Friday, 9 am-1 pm 
Closed Wednesday 


Other times please use answerphone -~ 


We AS. 4 ee ee m Rİ 


n | 
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IN THE WAKE OF HANDSWORTH 


Establishment scared stiff by BNP drive in Birmingham 


IT WAS NOT PLANNED THAT WAY but 
the Birmingham rally staged by the British 
National Party for last month just happened to 
follow on a few days from the appalling riot 
mounted by Blacks in Handsworth. Local 
politicians, no doubt with senior police chiefs 
in league, were literally frantic to stop the 
BNP meeting from taking place. 

In fact it was especially important that it 
should take place, for up to that time not one 
single voice among the many that had been 


heard concerning the Handsworth affair had | 


been allowed to point out the link between the 
riot and the grievously mistaken immigration 
policies carried out by successive 
governments, together with the policies of 
multi-racialism and integration that had 
followed. When it was suggested to BNP 
organisers that they should cancel their rally 
(planned as long ago as April) to avoid 
upsetting the Blacks, they very naturally 
-declined, saying that if the BNP did not go to 
Birmingham to speak for the white natives 
there who would? 

As soon as it was known that the rally was 
going ahead, intense pressure was put on the 
oners of the Friendship Hall, Erdington, 
where it was to be held, to cancel the party’s 
booking. Eventually this pressure had its eff- 
ect and the hall was closed to the BNP. 

An alternative hall was quickly booked in 
nearby West Bromwich and people were met 
outside the Friendship Hall and redirected to 
the new location, which was kent secret right 
up till the last moment. 

There was big interest in the rally on the 
part of the media, not only in the West 
Midlands but nationally as well. In the event 
reporters and cameramen from several 
national newspapers attended. 

The party, in the wake of the previous 
‘Monday’s riot, hastily printed a leaflet to be 
distributed in the city centre after the rally, 
which was made short in order to allow time 
for this activity. Big media interest was 
shown in the leaflet, which laid the blame for 
Handsworth firmly on the shoulders of those 


who have turned Britain into a multi-racial 
country. 

The rally was attended by just under 100 
people and was addressed by Ian Sloan, 
David Bruce and John Tyndall, who all 
slammed pro-immigration policies by the 
present and previous governments for having 
caused the destruction in Handsworth. 

When it came to the intended leaflet drive 
in the city, this was obstructed by the police 
all the way, no doubt acting under orders from 
local; politicians and the Home Office. The 
London party was prevented from going into 
Birmingham by their coach driver being 
warned by police that his vehicle would be 
likely to be damaged by attacking black 
mobs. Others attempted to proceed to the 
intended leafletting venue by private cars but 
in all cases were prevented from getting there 
by police. 

The obstruction of the big massed leaflet 
drive on the day will not, however, prevent 
the leaflets going out. Birmingham and other 
West Midlands activists will be distributing 
them in large numbers all over the area during 
the coming weeks. 

The day’s activities won big publicity for 
the BNP. Although a number of reports made 
on behalf of national newspapers were 
subsequently suppressed by their editors, a 
prominent report did get into the columns of 
The Sunday Mirror the next day (September 
15th). There was also very extensive 
coverage in the local West Midland news- 
papers. 


X It all amounted to a highly successful day 
f 


or the party, and congratulations are due to 
West Midlands Regional Organiser Stan 
Goodwin and Birmingham Branch Organiser 
Keith Axon for the efficient way they 
conducted the proceedings in the face of 
considerable difficulties caused by the hall 
cancellation at Erdington. 

Just one blemish — where were the York- 
shire activists, apart from veteran George 
Shellito, who came on his own — a fine ex- 
ample to the younger generation? 


Contact your local 
party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL 
PARTY is organised into active units 
extending over most of the areas of the 
United Kingdom. Below we give a list 
of local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, 
Hackney, London E8 4HH. 


SOUTH LONDON 

PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
Bromley 

PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE 


DEVON & CORNWALL 


PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ 


EAST ANGLIA (NORTH) 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 
2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 


2 Albert Road, yermi ao 
Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148. Leicester LE3 2YD 


STAFFORDSHIRE | 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke-on- 
Trent 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ 


YORKSHIRE 

Leeds 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13. 
Wakefield 

PO Box 42, Wakefield, Yorks. 
Hull 

PO Box 58, Hull HU6 7HR. 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP. 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgew G3 8UL. 


The BNP also has units in East & 
West Kent, Basingstoke (Hants), 
Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Devizes 
(Wilts), ‘West Midlands, Coventry, 
Manchester, Bolton & Bury, Warr- 
ington, Bradford and Sheffield. If 
you want to make contact with any 
of these’ units, or start a new unit 
where none has existed before, 
please write to Party Head Office at 
PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
2P. 
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‘these questions have been asked 


NEMESIS BEFORE THE DAWN 


(Contd. from page 14) 


_the Devil and we have not used a sufficiently 


long spoon. The dreadful bill for this is now 
being delivered. Britain as a nation would 
wish to be freed of that reckoning and the only 


_ way to achieve this is the way of Nationalism. 


Who would have thought that any politican 
oflany party, with the example of the United 
States before them, would have opted for 


opening the doors of our country to almost . 


unrestricted black immigration? Who would 
have thought that Britain, having been del- 
ivered by evil politicians and their cohorts to 
multi-racialism and an immigrant-related 
drug problem, would not have heeded the 
voice of sanity as expressed in Nationalism, 
and rooted out the cause instead merely of 
putting ointment on the symptoms? Just as 
ore, SO 


situations of similar severity have occurred 


before, and history indicates that it sometimes 


- needs situations to deteriorate to total 


pi 


collapse, where the whole existence of nation 
and race is at stake, before the immunity 


factors within the human species finally react 


and redress the situation in favour of survival 


Such people then turn to the small group of 


dedicated motivators’ who have kept faith 


with national traditions, culture and morality 


in the face of adversity and persecution; men 


‘and women who have been ostracised to the 


point of becoming social ‘outcasts’, but who 
have shown a fine example to their compat- 
riots and have retained their faith and 


commitment in the spirit of the defenders of 


the Holy Grail. 


SACRED TRUST - 


In this respect we in the British National 
Party are the guardians of a sacred trust 
because without our faith and resolution the 
idea of Racial Nationalism in Britain might 
not survive. At the moment we may be few in 
number compared with the hosts of Baal who 
stand against us, but history is made by the 
dedicated ‘few’ who keep a faith strong 


‘enough until the emergence of the ‘catalyst’ 


— throügh which they may then inspire the 


E 
many. 


We must always remember that the early 
Christians were few in number and were pers- 
ecuted, largely because of that very 
weakness. So were the Chartists, the 
Bolsheviks in Russia and the NSDAP in 
Germany, but by keeping faith and intens- 
ifying the struggle they eventually prevailed. 

Here in Britain the time will come when, 
utterly disillusioned by the old politics of 
party war and self-interest, and further 
horrified by the recurrence of further ‘Hands- 
worths’, the indigenous people of this country 
will perforce turn to us and our solutions. 
Even now there is a small but perceptible sign 
of awakening in the reaction of some 
politicians and journalists to the Handsworth 
conflagration. I do not know if I am alone in 
this, but I detect here and there a response that 
is decidedly less sloppy and wet than that 
following the Brixton and other riots 4 years 
ago, and in more than one case journalists 
have gone so far as to acknowledge that the 
Scarman Report, which followed the 
previous riots and epitomised the ‘liberal’ 
interpretation of those riots, has now been 
utterly discredited by recent events. Nothing 
of what has been said in these respects has 
gone as far as we would like it to go — if it had 
thé writers would almost certainly have lost 
their jobs — but at least it shows a few steps in 
the right direction, and indicates that 
something of a national awakening is in fact 
simmering not far below the surface. 

A salient historical fact is that the moral 
weakness of man in society has always been 
related to the political weakness of the State. 
Weak and permissive government has histor- 
ically been the cradle in which is nursed those 
social maladies which breed weak and self- 
indulgent members of society. The stronger 
the State, the stronger the morality and the 
greater the concept of. national pride and 


service by those who are the constituent 


elements of the State. 

In relative terms one can compare the dis- 
ciplined and purposeful societies which exist 
in, for instance, Soviet Russia and East 
Germany (whether or not we agree with their 
politics) to the decadent, drug-ridden corrup- 
tion of the contemporary West. I am 
diametrically opposed to Communism but I 
do respect certain aspects of life in the 
countries mentioned, in so far as strong gov- 


ernment is seen in these countries to produce 
societies with a commitment to sound edu- 
cation, culture, morality and patriotism not 
seen in the Western World. State 
Communism as practised in Eastern Europe is 
in fact a far cry from the exported perceptions 
of that ideology which are used only as a 
means of destabilising Russia’s and her allies’ 
international rivals. | 


NEED FOR STRENGTH | 


In any dynamic society the State must be 
strong because it forms the collective will of 
the nation made manifest by strong leader- 
ship. Jean Jacques Rousseau (1712-78) 
expressed a similar view in his famous work 
The Social Contract, which he wrote in 1762. 
He expressed the opinion that Man is good in- 
nature and that he was only made bad by bad 
institutions. He expressed the view that a 
social contract existed between the State and 
the governed, which meant that the individual 
gave the State his and her loyalty and service 
in return for the protection of society and a 
share in communal benefits. In other words, 
individual interests were subordinate to the 
common good. In such a society interests that 
were not to the common good would be 
denounced as anti-social and not tolerated. 
There would be no place for the exploiter or 
the corrupter or for any who placed their own 
sectional interests before the national interest 
as represented by the State. 

Societies working on these principles have 
shown great strength, even in the face of great 
odds. Examples which readily spring to mind 
— some of which I disapprove politically 
— are the USSR, National Socialist 
Germany, Casıro's Cuba, Pinochet’s Chile 
and that outpost of defiance to American 
colonisation, Nicaragua. The creation of this 
type of composite State must be the prime 
objective of revolutionary Nationalism. 

Such a State will not only be formed by the 
people but will in its turn help to form the 
people into a stronger national unit, 
generating greater national idealism, culture 
and unity. History provides many cases of 
unexpected outcomes which, if taken at the 
flood, will provide the opportunity for our 
thrust for power — when the ‘few’ will 
influence the ‘many’. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
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